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How Man Got His Face g 
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Evolutionists are excellent propagandists. 
They have a way for keeping constantly be- 
fore the public. Secular journals, newspa- 
pers and even some religious magazines 
share their apess with the evolutionists reg- 

ly. The latest “Missing-link,” the most 
recent “Discovery,” the very latest “Evi- 
dence” for the theory is given wide circula- 
tion. Gradually the claims made for the 
theory, based upon a false interpretation of 
the facts of science, are becoming embedded 
in the public mind, and sentiment is being 
moulded accordingly. 

The result is that Evolution is being tak- 
en for granted. It is being taken as a basis 
for conduct. The facts of science are be- 
ing ravaged and the base of the pyramid, 
with a monkey at the top, is ever widening. 
Morals, religion, sex and education are be- 
ing made to conform with this unproved 
theory which is sinking so rapidly into 
America’s subconscious mind. We are 
building an animalistic consciousness. 

How many times are we obliged to un- 
dergo the painful eg of seeing front- 
page space given the daily papers to 
some monstrous piece of scholastic bunk 
which is supposed to be the last word in de- 
fense of the theory! A recent instance 
of this occurred when two full pages 
aging in the Sunday feature sec- 

ons of the large newspapers of the 
Country, explaining “How Man Got 
His Face.” Carefully prepared pic- 
tures iiiustrating the claims were scat- 
tered across the two pages. The ar- 
rangement was such as to convince the gul- 
lible reader that man actually inherited his 
face from a group of fish, snakes, cats and 

monkeys. 

» The article was highly colored with catch 
sentences. Evolutionists have much to say 
about “the ethics of science” when one who 
| is not a recognized scientist protests against 

Godless science invading the field of reli- 
- gion. We are instantly informed that, “a 
preacher has no right to discuss Evolution 
and that he is not qualified to abide by the 
ethics of science.” Yet the same zealots 
of Evolution wiil forsake ’ heir ethical stand- 
ards and resort to the cheapest slap-dash 
_ methods for the sake of g their prop- 
_ aganda to the public in articles like the one 
referred to herein. 

We are informed that the man who is re- 
sponsible for the tace-origin idea, Dr. Wil- 


liam K. Gregory of the New York Museum 
of Natural History, “knows more about 
Evolution than anyone else in the world.” 
Dr. Newton N. Riddell, a well known De- 
fender of the Faith, has been asked to pre- 
pare a brief answer to this absurd claim 
regarding the origin of the human face. 
Dr. Riddell is a trained observer, a scien- 
t 


r 


This creature, a Shark, is sald to have possessed “all 


essentials of the human face.” 


tist, a student and a recognized authority 
on psychology, heredity, eugenics and reli- 
gious themes. His books number more than 
a dozen. His illuminating reply appears 
following this article. 

According to the newspaper article, the 
human face actually started when millions 
of years ago a shark developed eyes and a 
mouth. Then a “Lobe-Finned” Fish is said 
to have grown a better face. After him 
came funny looking reptiles with slanting 
eyes and huge mouths. Later a cat-like 
creature arrived on the scenes with “Eyes 
well placed, an excellent nose, a much re- 
duced mouth and a forehead and ears out- 
side the skull.” Other better-faced creatures 
came until finally the “Old World eT 
appeared. Now the guessing is easy the 
rest of the way up through the “Chimpan- 
zee, which of all Apes, seems most closely 


to resemble man.” Now only one more thin 
is needed! Take a few bones and a too 
or two, manufacture, or rather “recon- 
struct,” a Missing-Link and you have ac- 
counted for the human face. Then last of 
all, pictured with these fish-snake-cat- 
monkey-chimpanzee-missing link-faces, ap- 
ava the beautiful face of Queen Marie of 

umania. Queen Marie’s auty is ac- 
counted for by the fact that a reptile lost 
his big mouth millions of years ago. Ho 
Hum! 

What a travesty upon science that such 
glaring, clap-trap, hokus-pokus should be 
circulated! 

We read: “Science asserts that our im- 
portant features came from our shark an- 
cestors, agen. eo somewhat down through 
our reptile and ape existence, but man him- 
self has added almost nothing except his 
chin.” 

Thus the writer builds his theory upon 
the apenas of CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVI- 
DENCE. The transcendant God is ruled 
out of His universe. The fact that there is 
a slight psychological resemblence between 
animals and men DOES NOT prove blood- 
relationship and generic connection. Physi- 
ological resemblance simply indicates that 
both man and beast had the same Creator. 
For instance, God created a man and an 
animal to live on the same earth and breathe 
the same kind of air. It is natural that 
both would have lungs for use in appropri- 
ating the air. The fact that both have lungs 
does not prove that man came from the 
animal or that the animal came from the 
man. It simply reveals that the same 

Architect made them both. The fact 
that a shark has a face and that man 
has a face does not prove that man 
ot his face from the shark. It simp- 
y shows that the God that made one 

the was the God that made the other. 
PHYSIOLOGICAL RESEM- 
BLANCE DOES NOT PROVE 
BLOOD-RELATIONSHIP! There is ne 
proof that one animal ever evolved into an- 
other. As a matter of fact we know bio- 
logically that Genesis is scientifically cor- 
rect when it says that every species repro- 
duces “after his kind.” There is a gap be- 
tween everyone of the animals mentioned 
by Dr. Gregory which evolutionists cannot 

bridge. 

Dr. Austin Clark of the Smithsonian In- 
stitute, one of the greatest scientists of the 
age in which we live, says that there is no 
evidence that man has ever been anything 
other than he is today. He points out that 
all human bones and fossils yet found in- 
variably have tools, clothing or implements 
with them, thus establishing the fact that 
man has always been man, and has been for- 
ever unlike the lower animals. He observes 

to page 4. 
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THERE IS ONE unique magazine,, and 
its monthly message is not duplicated by 
any other publication —THE DEFENDER. 
It should be published weekly instead of 
monthly. The Editor hopes that _ this 
change may be made before a great while. 


YOU CAN HELP eliminate office work by 
renewing your subscription as soon as it ex- 
pires. Be a DEFENDER booster. Tell 
your friends about the magazine. 


EUROPE HAS SIX POWERFUL DIC- 
TATORS: Mussolini, Kemal Pasha, Stalin, 
DeRivera, Pilsudski, and Alexander. 


STATESMAN WILLIAM E. BORAHG, of 
the United States Senate says in a recent 
article in Collier’s Weekly: 

“A few days before the adjournment of the last 
Congress, I met an old acquaintance with whose 
views on the 18th Amendment I was most familiar. 
I felt sure, if the subject were brought up, I would 
be compelled to listen to a retelling of the awful con- 
ditions now existing, and how they were spreading 
and deepening day by day, how respect for law was 
being undermined by reason of the 18th Amendment, 
and, finally, how impossible it was to enforce it and 
how outrageous it was to undertake it. 

“Therefore, I approached him cautiously . . . ‘You 
will be surprised,’ said he. ‘I have come back to the 
United States an advocate of the 18th Amendment. 
I have witnessed such misery and squalor and crime 
in other countries due to the excessive use of liquor 
that I am for our plan . . . We had better deal with 
the liquor traffic as an outlaw than as something 
legalized and to be controlled.’ ” : . 

Senator Borah has made for himself mil- 
lions of friends among America’s best citi- 
zen’s because of his courageous defense of 
the Prohibition law. 

s = s 


CLARENCE DARROW, Loeb-Leopold 
Defender, sailed for Germany June 7, for 
heart treatment by German specialists. He 
has suffered from heart trouble several 
years. 

s s e 

FROM THE ARGYLE (N. Y.) Presbytery 
of the United Presbyterian denomination 
came an urgent appeal to the annual gath- 
ering of that Church in Pittsburgh last 
month, to withdraw all support to the Fed- 
eral Council of Churches because of its “ul- 
tra-modernistic” teachings. A specific at- 


tack was launched on the radio “sermons” 
of Council-Modernists Cadman and Fos- 
dick. Support was not withdrawn by the 
denomination but the annual contribution 
was reduced from $1,500 to $750. 


BRIGADIER GENERAL SMEDLEY 
BUTLER of the United States Marine, who 
lately returned from China, says: “There 
will be no stable government in China for 
100 years.” 

oe * a 

A SERIOUS CLASH has developed be- 
tween Mussolini and the Pope. Referring 
to the recent treaties executed between 
Dictator and Pope, Mussolini has made it 
clear in speeches that since the Roman 
Church has become a temporal kingdom, 
that the Church cannot expect to control 
the State in Italy. He says Italy must not 
be “vaticanized” and that the vatican must 
not be “Italianized.” The thought of sep- 
arating Church from State is revolting in 
the extreme to the Pope. An open and 
heated argument is taking place between 
Mussolini and the Pope as these lines are 
written. 

& * a 

WHEN MRS. MABEL WILLEBRANDT 
resigned recently as Assistant Attorney- 
General, President Hoover wrote her as fol- 
lows: “I have received your resignation with 
deep regret. ... Mrs. Willebrandt figured 
prominently in the last election and had 
much to do with bringing about the defeat 
of Al Smith. 

s e & 

AT THE WHITE HOUSE luncheon table 
Henry Ford and President Hoover discussed 
Prohibition recently. Later Mr. Ford said: 
“Prohibition is here to stay. Absolute en- 
forcement must come. . . Nobody wants to 
fly with a drunken aviator.” 

e ® e 

A FEW DAYS AGO, newspaper head- 
lines in Washington screamed: “DREAD- 
ED JAPAN INVADER AT LAST AT- 
TACKS CAPITOL.” The “Invader” was 
not a Japanese army. It referred to a kind 
of Japanese beetle which had just been dis- 
covered on White House foliage. The De- 
partment of Agriculture sent chemicals 
and experts. 

s 2 s 

ACTING IN HIS CAPACITY as Minister 
of the Interior, Mussolini (he holds 8 of the 
18 Cabinet positions of his government) is- 
sued the following statement to all pre- 
fects of Italian provinces last month. 
“Beauty contests, with their consequent na- 
ming of ‘queens’ and ‘princesses’ lower mor- 
al standards of communities, and tend 
toward dangerous exaltation of feminine 
vanity as well as constituting a parody on 
very serious matters.” 

* * + 

TEMPERANCE ORGANIZATIONS are 
busy in Switzerland. Charts showing the 
evil effects of Alcohol on the human stom- 
ach are being broadcast and similar an- 
nouncements are appearing in Swiss news- 
papers. "gee 


PRESIDENT HOOVER has a personal 
newspaper. Washington employees have 
dubbed it “The Yellow Journal.” It is 
called “yellow” not because of contents, 
but due to construction. It consists of 
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clippings mounted upon sheets of yellow 


foolscap loosely bound together. The daily 
compilation is gleaned from 35 papers by 
White House secretaries. Carefully select- 


ed items in which the President is certain 
to be interested are thus clipped and 
bound. cae iad 


A PRESS REPORT tells of a woman in 
Chicago who sued her Scotch husband for 
a divorce. She claimed: He would not let 
her use the vacuum cleaner lest it wear out 
the rugs; he would wake up before the 
alarm clock went off to save the spring; on 
July 4 he refused to buy firecrackers for 
his children but ran through the house 
shouting “BOOM!” ae 


PRESIDENT PORTES GIL of Mexico is 
determined to introduce Prohibition into his 
Country. 
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AFTER DRAMATIC STATESMAN 
DAWES had been appointed to the position 
of Ambassador to a recently, news- 

aper camera men took his picture. Stand- 
ing in front of the camera Dawes said, “I’d 
better take this pipe out of my mouth, I’m 
a diplomat now fou): no, by gosh, I 
won't.” He didn’t. 
* 


“ROY CHAPMAN ANDREWS confesses 
to an error of 85,000,000 years in estimat- 
ing the age of the dinosaur he found 
last summer. He should be ul. Eighty- 
five million years makes all the difference 
between ‘fresh’ and ‘strictly fresh’ din- saur 
eggs.”—Detroit News. 


SOME WAG HAS SAID that Southern 
Baptist preachers often say, “Brethren and 
sistern.” This need be said no more, for 
Dr. George W. Truett, of Dallas, three-time 
president of the Southern Baptist Conven- 
tion ruled that “Brethren” applies to male 
and female members alike. e made the 
ruling while presiding over the last Conven- 
tion In Memphis. e ruling answered the 
question whether or not women members of 
the Church should be given a right to ad- 
dress the Convention and cast votes. 


THE WIDE-SPREAD SENTIMENT 
among churchmen for uniting the larger de- 
nominations is not a healthy sign. 
member the Interchurch World Movement! 
Read the article, “Revising Denomination- 
alism,” this Defender, - 

TRINITY METHODIST CHURCH of 
Springfield, Mass., has inserted a stained 
glass window to Charles Lindbergh. Other 
large figures appearing in the windows of 
the Church include Wesley, Phillips, Brooks, 
Columbus, Shakespeare and Kellogg. 


THE PRESIDENT of the United States 
is 54 years old. The King of Rumania is 7 
years old. The President sent the King the 
following message recently, “On this happy 
———, of sf —_ prog ais Saino _ 
independence, I sen our esty sin- 
cere felicitations and co wishes... .” 
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A TESTIMONY 


By, Gerald B. Winrod 











- 


The Defenders’ Movement is in existence 
for the one purpose of giving a Testimony. 
Its aim is to protect and promulgate vital 
Christianity. o effort is being made to 
start a denomination. No churches, taber- 
nacles or any other kind of meeting places 
are being left behind the conventions. 

The purpose of the work is to put a new 
stimulus into existing Christian forces in 
each city visited by the speakers. No fads 
or hobbies are emphasized. The Move- 
ment seeks to prove a blessing to every 
preacher, Church and Christian organiza- 
tion which it is possible for it to serve. 

The attitude of the Movement is altru- 
istic. With unselfish motives, it seeks to 
serve all denominations. It of course stands, 
in an uncompromising manner, for certain 
fundamental Christian principles, such as 
the Inspiration of the Scriptures, the Virgin 
Birth of Jesus Christ, His Deity, Resurrec- 
tion, Blood Atonement and Second Coming. 
It seeks constantly to stimulate interest 
and action in Foreign Missions. It has an 
aversion to the teaching of Atheistic phil- 
po and Evolution in the schools, par- 
ticularly Grade and High Schools. It teach- 
es a Victorious Life for Christians and en- 
deavors to arouse interest in Bible Study, 
while sounding an Evangelistic note every- 


_ where. 


Emphasis should be placed upon the fact 


' that no effort is being made to launch a new 


denomination. Any such rumor has no fac- 
tual basis. Such a plan is entirely re- 
moved from the methods of the Movement. 
The purpose is simply to give a construct- 
ive, far-reaching, deeply spiritual, Testi- 
mony. No effort is made to establish per- 
manent local organizations. Our only ex- 
cuse for existence is to give a vigorous 
Testimony! We hope to bring into correla- 
tion a million Prayer Warriors. 

A group of speakers has been kept going 
several months, from city to city, holding 
conventions in strategic centers. Meetings 
have been held in Kansas, Indiana, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Illinois (three campaigns), 

‘exas and Wisconsin. These conventions 
have been attended by about 150,000 per- 


sons. 
Instead of spending money, time and 
energy in starting local branches in the 
cities visited, the Movement would greatly 
prefer to te that effort into launching new 
groups of speakers. Three or four great 
conventions should be kept going at the 
same time instead of just one such meet- 


ing. 

Since the Testimony is being conducted 
on a constructive, inter-denominational ba- 
sis, pastors of the varicus evangelical de- 
nominations, have found it profitable to co- 
operate in the cities where conventions have 
been held. For instance, in kford, Il- 
linois, several pastors cooperated in the 
meetings and sb satisfactory were the re- 
sults that these men made an urgent re- 
quest for a similar campaign again next 
year. 

After the convention had been completed 
Dr. B. E. Allen, pastor of the First Baptist 
Church of Rockford, wrote: 

Dear Brother Winrod: 

Ever since The Defenders left Rockford, 
I have been aiming to write and tell you 
how much our city was, and still is, blessed 
by your coming amongst us. 

It revived the spirits of the old faithful. 
Many had felt that we were fighting a los- 
ing fight for the old time faith, but now all 
are radiantly happy, knowing they who fol- 
low His Word always receive His blessing. 
People are still talking about the great 
times we enjoyed in the Shrine Temple. The 
Lerd be with you and bless you your 
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I am enclosing a calendar of our Church 
that I think you will be interested in. Come 
to Rockford next year sure. 

Fraternally yours, B. E. Allen. 


Let Defender readers continue bear the \ 
needs of this great undertaking to God on | 
the wings of prayer. We seek constantly 
to energize every part of the work with 
prayer. Prayer is the Christian’s most pow- 
erful weapon. 





BACHA SAKAO 











Afghanistan has a new king. His name is 
Bacha Sakao. He wears tight kid gloves to 
show his gentility. He brandishes two load- 
ed rifles to show his dexterity. He wears 
plentiful ammunition for emergencies. 

He drove King Amanullah from the 
Throne. King Amanullah visited Europe 
recently. With his beautiful wife he re- 
turned with much European clothing and 
many European ideas. It looked like a new 
door was being opened for the entrance of 
Christian missionaries. Amanullah made 
ay ee among Afghans after having 
imbi the European de t. But the door 
was closed to “westerniza’ 
as it had been opened. 


tion” as quickly 


Bearded Afghans could not stand King 
Amannullah’s new and revolutionary cus- 
toms. There was a war and Bacha Sakao 
took the Throne. 

Sacred to all Afghans is a small iron- 
bound box because in it there is a holy 
cloak, a religious relic. The box has 
opened only a few times in the last 200 
years. The holy cloak is seldom seen. On- 
ly “a man fit to be oy, B is thought to be 
capable of opening the box. To suspicious 

ghans this is.a sacred matter. 

A few days ago on a platform in Kan- 
dahar’s largest square stood throneless 
Amanullah in the presence of the iron- 
bound box. A large crowd of Afghans had 
assembled. Seizing the box firmly, plump 
Amanullah gruned, tugged, labored. The 
throng waited and wondered. Two hours 
went by and the one-time king wrestled 
with the box. 

At last, before that vast audience, he 
paused and cried aloud to Mohammed for 
help. With perspiration pouring down his 
face, he gave one final tug and the box 
flew open. With gusto, he waved high the 
sacred cloak. 

The audience was profoundly impressed 
with his ability to be king. The throng 
prostrated itself in the dust. Many 
that Amanullah may again be king some 
day. Bn * B. Wi 





THE DEFENDER 








HOW MAN GOT HIS FACE 
(Continued from page 1.) 


that any scientist cannot instantly discrim- 
inate between a human bone and an animal 
bone because the structure is entirely 
different. 








This Reptile is said to have been a stepping-stone in 
the evolution of the human face. 





Dr. Riddell’s Answer 











Faces 


The reading public has recently been in- 
oculated with a new variety of pseudo-sci- 
ence virus, the effect of which is to destroy 
faith in God’s Word and immunize students 
to Christian teaching and ideals. 

This new concoction presumes to show 
how man got his face. The formula con- 
sists of a series of faces, beginning with 
the shark, tracing through the earlier am- 

hibia, reptiles, mammels, old-world mon- 
Seve and the chimpanzee to primitive man, 
and culminating with the beautiful face of 
the beloved Queen Marie of Rumania, as 
the crowning glory of nature’s millions of 
years’ effort at face-building. ‘ 

The story of how this all came about is 
as fascinating and misleading as are the 
pictures. Together they form an argu- 
ment highly suggestive, if not convincing. 
Incidentally the story mentions the fact 
that the author of this thesis, “is generally 
believed to know more about the evolution 
of man than does anyone else in the world.” 


False Conclusions 


As a matter of fact, the pictures and the 
story reveal the author’s spiritual blind- 
ness, and show how even sincere scientists 
who do not know primal causes and creative 
processes misinterpret the facts of nature, 
and arrive at false conclusions that betray 
them and those who accept their teaching. 

When the truth about how nature came 
to exist, and the origin of life and primal 
types, is understood, not one fact revealed 
in these pictures, or in the story, sustains 
the interpretation that is given, or the con- 
clusions presented in the article. It is all 
a case of false seeing and mental magic,— 
clever juggling with misinterpreted facts. 
The claims and the evident sincerity of the 
scientist add much to the effectiveness of 
the illusion. 


A Deeper Insight 


The theory of organic evolution is accept- 
ed, not because it explains anything primal, 
. but because it serves to relate the facts of 
science in dealing with secondary causes 
and results. A deeper insight into spiritual 
causes and the beginning of natural laws 
and forces gives a new interpretation to 
the facts of nature. 

This deeper insight consistently explains 
every major law, force, principle and pro- 
cess by which natural laws, forces and 
processes are caused and sustained. It su 
plements natural science by explaining the 
spiritual causes of the facts of science. It 


“relates all facts to their primal sources and 


explains how the various forms of life came 
to exist, and why they continue each after 
its kind, with gradual modifications and 
new varieties. 


No Blood-Relationship 


When this knowledge is comprehended, 
several important conclusions become in- 
evitable:— 

(1) That life is not of chemical origin, 
and is not a physical force; but is spiritual 
in source and essence, composed of units 
that combine as do the units of ether in 
forming atoms. Combined life-units -form 
entities. Correlated entities produce corre- 
spondingly complex germinal determiners, 
by the union of which primal types were 
created. 

(2) As is the nature, number and rela- 





Meet your alleged Monkey ancestor. He is said to 

have appeared between the Reptile and man. To 

him, and not to God, we are said to be indebted for 
our eyes, mouth, nose, beard, etc., etc. 


tion of the germinal units composing a 
primal type, so will be the functions and 
organisms that develop therefrom. The 
energies of germinal units give rise to func- 
tions. Functional activities build organ- 
isms. Wherefore the character of the 
germinal units and their combining proper- 
ties determine the characteristics of the 
type of life developing therefrom. As are 
the germinal determiners, so will be the 
functions and functional energies and ac- 
tivities. As are the functional energies and 
activities, so will be the cells, tissues and 
organic structures. Wherefore, the inher- 
ent, constitutional life-qualities in each cre- 
ated type determine its functional and phys- 
ical characteristics. 

To the degree that created types includ- 
ed the same, or similar, qualities did they 
resemble one another in corresponding 
functions and parts. The same is true of 
all existing types. Wherefore, similarity of 
characteristics between types, or their de- 
scendents, in no way proves blood-relation- 
ship, or descent from a remote common an- 
cestor. As the words, “grave,” “gravy,,” 
and “gravitation” resemble one another in 
letters and sounds, yet are in no way re- 
lated as to origin or meaning; so unrelated 
species have similar characteristics from 
similar constitutional qualities. 


Man Not An Offshoot 


(3) When the processes of the beginning 
of life and species are understood, — hew 
life-units are engendered, — how primal 
types are produced, — and the causes of 
their functional and physical characteris- 
tics comprehended; it becomes evident that 
the fundamental assumption of the theory 
of evolution, i. e., that all forms of life that 
have existed, or now exist, have evolved 
from chemically produced cells, and are re- 
lated by descent, IS UNTRUE; it not sup- 
ported by one rightly interpreted fact of 
science. Again, the theory that mammels 
have evolved from jelly-fish through vari- 
ous amphibian and reptilian stages, is seen 


to be fundamentally wrong. Finally, when 
the nen and constitution of man is un- 
derstood, not one fact of science sustains 
the theory of man’s evolution from a na- 
ture-produced cell, or as an offshoot from 
any animal strain. 

These statements are based upon a com- 
prehensive knowledge of the facts of sci- 
ence, and of their spiritual causes. 


ROGER BABSON, industrial statistician, 
says that the man who invents “flexible, 
unbreakable and bullet-proof glass” will 
instantly become a millionarie. 


“AN ENGLISH MAGAZINE is relieved 
to note that the crust of the earth-is two 
thousand miles thick. So in spite of the 
savage attacks of the golfers, geologically 
——- they do little harm.” — Boston 

anscript. 
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“I WENT INTO THE RACKET in Chi- 
cago four and a half years ago. During the 
last two years I’ve been trying to get out. 
.... IT want peace. I’m tired of murders 
and shootings. I’m retired and living on 
my money.” Thus said Alphonse (“Scarface 
Al”) Capone, America’s most noted gang- 
ster, just before leaving Philadelphia to 
serve a year in jail. . 
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s 
WHO WOULD? 
No wonder science puzzles us, 
Such noble names it plies; 
Who’d ever dream ichneumondes 
Were tiny, tiny flies? z 
—Ex. 
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Some years ago, Dr. Annie Besant, the 
guiding spirit of Theosophy, discovered a 
young man with a beautiful face in India, 
who, in her opinion, would become a satis- 
factory vehicle for the spirit of Buddha or 
Christ to enter. She proclaimed him “The 
Great World Teacher.” She said that he 
would inherit the Spirit of Christ. 

Jeddu Krishnamurti made a tour of the 
United States and Europe. He was regard- 
ed by many, and advertised everywhere, as 
a “Divine oo 

When his publicity was going the strong- 
est, word began to reach the public that for 
some reason Mrs. Besant was disappointed 
in him and that their plans had become dis- 
rupted. The rupture seemed to effect theo- 
sophical movements everywhere. 

Some twenty years ago an organization 
called The Order of the Star in the East, 
a by-product of theosophy, was created to 

repare the way for the coming of the 
“World Teacher.” Krishnamurti was ac- 
cepted by the Order as that “Teacher.” 

The annual meeting of the Order was 
held last month in the picturesque Ojai 
(pronounced O-hi) Valley, in California. 
Members of the cult assemble there once a 
year and live in tents. They hold their 
meetings around camp-fires. This year, as 
last year Krishnamurti was the speaker. 

A bomb was dropped last month which 
will be felt in theosophical circles all over 
the world. The explosion occurred when 
Krishnamurti disbanded the organization 
which had prepared the way for him. 

A press report says that he wanted the 
Order to merely be “an organization of 
thinkers, world-wide in scope. Now he 
sees that what he builded has become al- 
most a religion, and he does not want that.” 

He said: “You cannot systematize 
thought. I give to theosophy the same 
study I give to all religions. I take what I 
may, and nass on. leaving it with other dis- 
carded heliefs. One must seek to find for 
one’s self the truth, and the falsehood that 
is in the false.” 

The many oriental cults purport to be 
searching for the truth. Scientists, sages 
and philosophers in all ages have made a 
similar search. They grope in the mists of 
error mixed with truth and fail to find 
heart-satisfying truth because they do not 
look in the right place. 

Jesus said before He ascended: “Howbeit 
when he, the spitit of truth, is come he will 
guide you into all truth... .” (Jn. 16:13.) 

The Holy Ghost, a Being in Whom there 
is embodied all the qualities of personality, 
is on the earth and one of His rich gifts to 
human beings is to guide them into the 
truth. And, this is no small thing! 

It is beyond human intelligence to choose 
between the true and the false. Like 
Krishnamurti and his mystic Order, hu- 
mans only get into honeless muddles and go 
running about in circles when they philos- 
osophize about truth and error. 

But it is within the sphere of action of 
the Third Person of the Trinity to clear the 
mists and drive away the fogs of human 
delusions, and center the mind and heart of 
the regenerate mortal in the realm of ulti- 
mate truth, with reference to the mysteries 
of life, death and eternal life. The blend- 
ing of “the Spirit of Truth” with the hu- 
man spirit involves a supernatural trans- 
action. “He will guide you into all truth.” 

—Gerald B. Winrod. 
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PEORIA AND MILWAUKEE CONVENTIONS 
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Interest is being expressed in the reports 
of Defenders’ conventions which are being 
published in these columns from time to 
time. The nation-wide crusade has gath- 
ered amazing momentum. Nothing of its 
kind, on the scale which this drive is being 
conducted, has ever been attempted before. 
With lightning speed the Defenders’ Move- 
ment has been placed in the position of lead- 
ership and it is today, one af the most dy- 
namic forces for righteousness in America. 

Reports of previous conventions have 
been given covering Indianapolis, Allentown, 
East Liverpool, Waukegan, Rockford, and 
Houston. e last two meetings which 
have not yet been reported were conducted 
in Peoria and Milwaukee. These eight 
meetings have been attended by about 
200,000 persons and they have cost a little 
more than $14,000. Every bill is paid, the 
Movement does not owe a dollar in the 
world, and it has a small surplus on hands. 
It is impossible to estimate the number of 
persons that have heard the messages over 
the radio at the above conventions. 

The Peoria meeting covered May 19-26. 
It was the third gathering in Illinois. The 
Orpheum Theater was used, a building with 
1,700 seating capacity. It was packed 
throughout the convention. Enthusiasm was 
at a white-heat. The messages were strong. 
The speakers were the best. Twenty-seven 
addresses on a wide variety of subjects were 
given during the week. 

The Peoria budget amounted to more 
than $2,000 and the collections took care of 
it with a little left over. In addition to this 


amount a missionary offering of $900 was 
taken for China. 





PEORIA CONVENTION SPEAKERS 


Following the usual plan, every pastor in 
Peoria and the surrounding territory was 
invited to unite in the undertaking and 
share the blessing. Every pastor was re- 
quested to announce the meetings at his 
services. Several complied with this request 
and united with the program from the 
start. Others hesitated, but came in later 
when they understood more clearly how the 
Movement operates and what it is in exist- 
ence to accomplish. Many of the pastors 
urgently requested that a similar meeting 
be put on in Peoria next year. 

In every city, the pastors are given to 
understand that it is our wish to supple- 
ment the ministry of every preacher who 
stands for the great doctrines of evangel-_ 
ical Christianity. Modernist pastors are 
automatically excluded and other preachers 
who are afraid to take a positive stand fail 
to respond, but in every city God has His 
men who are preaching the pure Gospel. . 
Such men rejoice in our coming. 

The Wisconsin convention was held in 
Milwaukee. The Immanuel Presbyterian 
Church opened its doors and granted the 
Movement the use of its magnificent audi- 
torium. The pastor, Dr. Howard Agnew 
Johnston, is one of the outstanding preach- 
ers of the Presbyterian denomination. His 
books are read widely and his testimony in 
Milwaukee has a far-reaching effect. The 
building, seating about 1,200, was filled for 
the entire convention, and the last night 
standing room was at a premium. The 
meetings covered June 9-14. The rather 
heavy overhead expense of this gathering 
was cared for by the collections taken at 
the services. 
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Left to right: G. C. Munns, E. L. Eicher, Norman Davis, Paul Rader, R. S. Roseberry, 
E. L. Frizen, Gerald B. Winrod, and Philip Sidersky. 
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The following is an extract from a letter 
from Dr. Charles G. Trumbull, Editor of 
the Sunday School Times: 


“My dear Mr. Winrod: 
+ ««. You will be glad to know that Mr. Philip 


Mauro has called on us here in our office, and 
we have had delightful Christian fellowship with 
him, even while our differences as to the inter- 
pretation of certain parts of the Scripture con- 
tinue. This is certainly as it should be, and we 
rejoice in his fellowship.” 


YES, THIS IS “AS IT SHOULD BE.” 
Indeed, this is GOOD NEWS. Both Mr. 
Trumbull and Mr. Mauro are to be congra- 
tulated. 
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Revising Denominationalism 
By, Gerald B. Winrod 








“Half of Christendom is not on speaking 
terms with the other half, separated by ig- 
norance, suspicion, and fear. Whatever 
else this condition may reveal, it certainly 
is not Christian. But the denominationalist 
consoles himself that these conditions are 
matters of conscience, oblivious to the fact 
that Christian conscience has been bred 
largely in the hothouse of an unhealthy and 
biased theology. He tells us conscientiously 
that the issue is whether we are following 
Christ or men, he, of course, following 
Christ, and I, in his judgment, following 
men, if I dissent from him. There you are 
— two hundred or so different Christs — a 
kind of polygamous deity, showing special 
favoritism when his other brides are not 
around. A philosophy like this naturally 
breeds misbehavior in Christian conduct, 
because it is a denial of the fundamental 
principle of Christian love, and therefore 
approaches infidelity.” 

Thus writes Dr. Peter Ainslie, pastor of 
the Christian Temple, Baltimore, in a stir- 
ring book, fresh from the press, entitled, 
“The Scandal of Christianity.” This dy- 
namic appeal for universal fellowship 
among all denominations is certain to cre- 
ate a stir in Dr. Ainslie’s Church, for of all 
churches, his is perhaps the most guarded 
against contact with other groups. This 
condition grows largely out of the position 
of the denomination on baptism. 

He continues: “The World War made it 
clear in one great dramatic revelation that 
the denominational church had lost its way. 
It must ever remain as the climax of the 
denominational church, which has_ been 
more sensitive to forms, ceremonies, and 
traditions than to the religion of Jesus 
Practically the whole Church was involved 
in the World War, with so few of us dis- 
senting that, when occasionally one was 
sent to a Christian prison by a Christian 
court of a Christian nation and others were 
publicly condemned by the Christian con- 
science of the Christian community, it was 
hardly noticed amid this gorgeous Chris- 
tian festival of bloodshed and disaster.” 

Again we read: “It must be borne in mind 
that the whole church believes in God, in 
Jesus Christ, in the Holy Spirit, and in the 
Scriptuves. Whatever is below these is in 
the field of possible differences, and in this 
field Christians have roamed to the scandal 
of Christianity.” The author is seeking 
“an actual brotherhood of believers in Jesus 
Christ, bound together, not by signed con- 
cordats, but by an understanding and ap- 
preciation of each other as will make broth- 
erhood real.” .. . “Wider fellowships are in 
progress. Christian attitudes are supplant- 
ing denominational attitudes. An _ intelli- 
gent pew is speaking to the pulpit and the 
pulpit in turn is adventurous in thought and 
experimentation.” 


This appeal is typical of the attitude of 
many churchmen at the present time. On 
the surface one observes, in this line of 
reasoning, a commendable idealism: How- 
ever, a closer study, by the trained observ- 
er, discloses a subtle danger. From the 
standpoint of denominationalism, the appeal 
is sound — if all Christians believe in the 
same Christ and are headed for the same 
Heaven, why not meet on a common 
ground? But from the standpoint of 
Church apostasy, the appeal is unsound — 
with the coming of Modernism into the 
Church, fellowship among professing Chris- 
tians has been made impossible. A chasm 
exists which cannot be bridged. 

Time was when in the Church there was 
perfect agreement on every fundamental of 
the Christian religion. Today, in all de- 
nominations, there are laymen, preachers 
and teachers who have repudiated every 


basic article of faith which would be neces- 
sary to belief and conduct as a foundation 
for universal fellowship among Christians. 

Modernism is not confined to any one de- 
nomination. Its presence is felt in all 
churches. Fellowship among churchmen 
and dehominations could be established with 
ease at the present time, were it not for the 
differences between Modernists and Evan- 
gelicals. 

“How can two walk together except they 
be agreed?” How can two churchmen 
fellowship when one says Jesus Christ was 
born of a virgin, and the other says He was 
a bastard? — when one believes the Bible 
to be the infallible Word of God, and the 
other regards it as a compilation of truth 
and error, seasoned with mythology? — 
when one believes that Christ arose from 
the dead, and the other says His body is 
still in the new tomb of Joseph? — when 
one avers that man is a unique creation 
from the hand of God, and the other be- 
lieves him to have an animal ancestry? — 
when one recognizes as a fact the Fall of 
man and the coming of Sin, while the other 
admits no such Fall into his thinking and 
accounts for Sin as the expression of cer- 
tain inherited animal traits? — when one 
holds to the view that the blood of Jesus 
Christ is the only remedy for Sin, and the 
other calls the doctrine of the Cross a 
“butcher-shop religion?” 

Powerful, modernistic churchmen in the 
various denominations may work out some 
kind of a political union that will bind all 
denominations together in one great body, 
but it will be a forced combination of iron 
and clay, of water and oil. It may appear 
great in the eyes of the world; it may be- 
come a big machine but it will be void of 
spiritual power and will possess no life. It 
may come as the culmination of the present 
apostasy, but it will eventually fall as a 
castle of cards—as great political machines 
always fall. 

If Modernists put their “One Big Church” 
program over, Evangelicals will eventually 
be excluded, and thousands of undenomina- 
tional movements will spring up in every 
part of the civilized world automatically and 
spontaneously. There are thousands who 
will never bend their knees to Baal. The 
Church has always suffered when powerful 
ecclesiastics have gained control. The more 
of human maneuvering and politics that 
comes into the Church, the less Supernatur- 
alism it possesses! 

The Literary Digest says that a definite 
agreement was reached recently at a con- 
ference in Pittsburgh for uniting the Pres- 
byterian Church and the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church. This conference was attended 
by commissioned representatives of the two 
denominations. A farther step in this di- 
rection was taken at the Presbyterian Gen- 
eral Assembly in St. Paul last month. The 
proposed union would bring together 4,080,- 
777 Methodists and 1,894,030 Presbyterians. 
The world would look upon such a merger 
as a great achivement. In reality, it is 
simply another manifestation of that active 
world-spirit to bring into correlation the 
many different lines of action under one 
general heading. 

This maneuvering within the Church 
grows out of the same root psychology as 
that which is producing chains of stores, 
chains of financial systems, chains of na- 
tions and chains of political systems. This 
is the chain-age, and the objective is to put 
world power into the hands of a few men. 
It looks big to the world but it is sickening 
to students of Bible prophecy. For years 
prophetic students have predicted that some 
day all of the chains would converge at a 
given point — the Antichrist. It is to be 
regretted that the Church should find itself 
enmeshed in this worldly spirit. 

Canada led the way with the organic 
union of the Methodist, sbyterian and 
Congregational Churches in 1925. This 
year it is expected that Presbyterianism 
and the Church of Scotland will be united 


in Scotland. . Methodism in England has 
been divided for more than a century but it 
is expected to come together in 1931 at the 
General Conference. There is a determined 
effort on to unite the North and South Meth- 
odist Churches in the United States. 

This year, the Congregationalist and 
Christian Churches, with a membership of 
1,100,000 have become administratively 
united at the top, and congregations are 
free to make local unions of churches as 
may seem advisable. A union of the Evan- 
— Synod of North America, the Re- 

ormed Church, and the United Brethren 
Church is also in prospect. Prominent 
churchmen in the Disciples of Christ de- 
nomination and Northern Baptist Church 
are working on a plan to be submitted to 
these two bodies as a whole. One man 
says: “There is hardly a Christian Church 
in the world that is not looking toward the 
inevitability of Protestant union.” 5 

Similar plans for amalgamating the in- 
terests of different denominations is also 
being felt on the foreign fields. 

Here and there occasional protests are 
being observed on the part of evangelical 
leaders, but for most part the idea of a 
“World Protestant Church” is being re- 
ceived with enthusiasm. Laymen and 
preachers who appreciate the subtle dan- 
gers involved in this policy had better get 
busy at once or the project will be put over 
in steam-roller fashion. Modernists in all 
denominations view the movement with 
great satisfaction. It remains for evangel- 
ical Christians to rally their forces and 
make bare their arm. 

The Baptist publication, The Watchman- 
Examiner, discusses the matter in a clear 
cut editorial. This editor says: 

“To tell the truth, Baptists, as an example, fre- 
quently will not unite with other Baptists of the 
same kind! No, not even when opportunities for 
sacred strategy and ecclesiastical economy present 
themselves. Likewise in other sects. The cleav- 
age between Modernist and Fundamentalist makes 
union impossible. This is partly so because we hu- 
mans, in managing churches, have no way of read- 
ing the hearts of Judases, and how can we prevent 
some unregenerates from securing the advantages, as 
far as this world goes, of membership with us? 
Many are called but few are chosen. How, 
can we expect any plan of union to work. How 
can we all be grafted on a main stem, when there 
is no main stem? The marvel of history and the 
proof of the presence of the Spirit are in the con- 
tinuity through the ages of the Church of Christ, es- 
pecially when that standard calls us to live in re 
straint of our natural appetites. The zeal of the 


Lord of hosts has performed this. 
“To be worth anything we must be partizans for 


(Turn to page 9.) 








Richard J. Oliver 


Mr. Oliver is director of music at the 
Chicago Gospel Tabernacle. He is in charge 
of that wonderful band at the Tabernacle 
which many Defender readers hear every 
Sunday over WJBT. Our friend conducted 
the musical services at the Oklahoma con- 
vention, June 16-23. 
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ILLOGICAL GEOLOGY 
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And Its Relationship to the Evolution Theory 
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The problem of evolution is an old prob- 
lem, and like all such it has a history. In- 
deed, one of the very best methods of study- 
ing any vexed question is to get at its his- 
tory. Evolutionists are not very proud of 
the history of their theory — unless we let 
them tell it as they like to tell it. The vast 
majority of the public are so wholly unac- 

ted with the history of natural science 

at a clever writer, like Henry Fairfield 

Osborn, can set forth an alleged history of 

the theory which looks almost like an argu- 

ment in its favor, but which in reality is 

only a whitewash or a 
camouflage. 

Such writers always 
tell us that the Greeks 
were evolutionists. 
This is only partly 
true. They were pa- 
gans, and of course 
might have taken kind- 
ly to any pagan idea, 
as evolution certainly 
is; they believed in a 





Pin 


careless, non-critical 
way in spontaneous 
eneration, and this 


idea is a very essential 
part of the theory of 
organic evolution, for 
it is the only natural- 
istic method of start- 
ing their scheme of de- 
velopment. The Greeks 
were such believers in 
spontaneous generation 
that they extended this 
theory to gy og the 
origin of all the larger 
forms of life as well. 
Not only mice and 
frogs, but horses and 
elephants also at some 
time in the i 
you would only concede 
a sufficient length of 
time — had all sprung 
up spontaneously from 
the moist earth. Con- 
sistently also they ex- 
tended this principle 
to include human 

ings; for they held that 
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each country had its [laud 
original inhabitants, § 
who had sprung up 
from the soil; and they 

called _ these ople 
autochthones, rom 

two words 


eapren 2 
sprung from the eart 
by the generating pow- PAN 
er of the earth itself. 
And the nobles of Ath- 
ens used to wear 
badges of golden grass- 
hoppers, to _ indicate 
that they were the ab- 
original people of that part of the world, in 
other words, they were the autochthones of 
Greece. 

This of course is pagan enough, and also 
evolutionary enough, so far as it goes. But 
as Louis T. More has pointed out, the 
Greeks never had any real scheme of or- 
-_ evolution; and indeed no persons could 

ve any such a scheme until some system 
of geology had arisen which would claim to 
place the fossils in an alleged chronological 
order; for only by such a background of 
former kinds of life in an alleged historical 


By George McCready Price, M. A. 
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sequence could any intelligent scheme of 
evolution be constructed. The ancient 
Greeks might deny the Christian doctrine of 
creation, as all pagans have done, and 
might have some vague, crude substitutes 
of their own; but Osborn and other evolu- 


tionists are very unhistorical when they 
seek to claim the ancient Greeks as believ- 
ers in anything at all resembling the scheme 
which has grown up in modern times as ar 
interpretation of the facts of geology and 
biology. 
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faulty observations or faulty discoveries. 
Men of science make a great deal out of the 
cme for careful and accurate observa- 
tions of natural phenomena; but history 
shows that essentially all the strange blund- 
ers which have retarded the progress of sci- 
ence have been due to faulty logic instead 
of to faulty observations. And the history 
of geology and of biology, with their colos- 
sal blunder of organic evolution, is no ex- 
ception to this genersl rule. Such blunders 
“have their day, they have their day and 
cease to be,” as Tennyson reminds us; 
though during their vogue they may exert 
a very harmful influence on other lines of 
scientific study that are not in immediate 
connection with the blunder. But when new 
observations have been made which render 
the former theory impossible, it is then seen 
(in almost all cases) that the former the- 
ory was in reality based on unsound reason- 
ing from the facts which had long been al- 
ready known, so that the theory (now 
proved to be a blunder) was in reality a 
piece of slip-shod reasoning from the very 
beginning. 

The first name in the 
history of geological 
theory which is of im- 
portance to us is that 
of Count de _ Buffon 
(1707—1788), who lived 
just before the French 
Revolution, and almost 
exactly a hundred years 
before Charles Darwin 
(1809-1882). Buffon was 
one of the leading men 
of his time, being in 
charge of the natural 
history museum of the 
French Kings in Paris; 
and he wrote a large 
work of fifteen  vol- 
umes on certain phases 
of natural history 
which in its day was 
much after the order 
of some modern “Out- 
line of Science,” only on 
a much larger scale. 
He wrote other works 
which dealt especially 
with a theory of the 
earth; for in those days 
earth-science was never 
placed on the same lev- 
el as the other sciences, 
such as botany or zodl- 
ogy, and was always 
handled separately as a 
speculation of how the 
world was made and 
the vicissitudes through 
which it had passed. 

Buffon took over 
without criticism the 
current theories to the 
effect that the earth is 
immensely old, and that 
it has gone through 
many ups and downs 
(literally, so far as its 
surface is concerned), 
which he _ represented 
as seven epochs or pe- 
riods, which however 
would include the pres- 
ent epoch, and the fu- 
ture; and I am inclined 
to believe that Buffon 
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It is a very interesting and profitable 
study to examine the history of the early 
speculations regarding the changes that 
have taken place on the earth’s surface. I 
have in preparation a volume dealing with 
the history of some of the chief scientific 
blunders; but in a brief sketch like the pres- 
ent we can touch on only a few of the high 
points. From a study of the history of the 
various sciences we learn that perhaps nine- 
ty-nine per cent of all the serious blunders 
of scientists have been due to faulty reas- 
oning of one sort or another, and not to 


knew about as much about the future as he 
did about the past, and was about as scien- 
tific in his dealings with the one as with the 
other. But the writings of Buffon had a 
very great vogue, for they were charmingly 
written, and had a very great influence in 
shaping subsequent views regarding the 
rocks and the history of the animals upon 
the earth. Indeed Buffon may very proper- 
ly be regarded as the real founder of the 
theory of organic evolution. 

But geology has for its founder as a sep- 

(Turn to page 12.) 
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Some Reasons For Rejecting Evolution 
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(Editor’s. Note: Some weeks Mr. Whitney’s istence would be far more likely to eliminate 


ago 

niece, who is a High School teacher in California, 
requested that he prepare a paper giving some of his 
reasons for rejecting the theory of Evolution. Her 
chum who is a teacher of Biology alse expressed s 
desire that such a treatise be prepared. The follow- 
ing is — Mr. Whitney wrote for the two young 
women. 


My Dear Niece: 

The theory of evolution is that all plants 
and animals originated or developed by 
modification during descent from simple 
one celled ancestors which were themselves 
the product of evolution. What might be 
called miracle, or the exercise of super- 
natural power by a deity, is ruled out of 
consideration altogether. 

As opposed to that my theory is that man 
and lower animals and plants were actually 
created by divine power. It is decidedly 
unscientific to say that there is no God, but 
granting God, the possibility of creation 
must be assumed. It is folly to think that 
God could be and yet not have the power 
to create, or to control matter. That is the 
philosophy of the thing. You can easily 
see the contrast between the two philoso- 
phies: that of creation and that of evolution. 


Now there has been a tremendous amount 
of muddled thinking by almost everybody 
concerned on this proposition. The crea- 
tionists have almost invariably made thier 
fight on the thesis that species are fixed and 
unchangeable to any material extent, that, 
for example, a South American monkey 
with 36 teeth and a prehensile tail had sep- 
arate ancestors from an African monkey 
with 82 teeth and no prehensile tail. The 
evolutionists of course decided that crea- 
tionists were wrong and that all monkeys 
evidently came from the same original an- 
cestors even if there were differences in 
teeth and tail and otherwise. Therefore 
they decided that “evolution” was a fact. 
I notice, for example, in the recent book, 
“Creation by Evolution” (a defense of evo- 
lution) that the authors time after time 
point out where there has been change of 
species and they forthwith assume that evo- 
lution is true and undeniable. 

It is self-evident to any thinking person 
that this position is absurd with both evo- 
lutionists and creationists. It is one thing 
to decide that all monkeys descended from 
some original monkey species and quite an- 
other thing to decide that monkeys descend- 
ed from tree shrews and fishes. You would 
think that any normal individual could see 
that, but apparently neither creationists nor 
evolutionists have been able to see it so 
far. In my writing I have tried my best to 
get the idea over with surprisingly little 
success. Some of the leading Fundamenta- 
lists are very indignant with me for daring 
to suggest such a thing. Still I have hopes. 
For myself I am convinced that there has 
been an enormous amount of species change. 
but that the original monkeys and owls and 
clovers and oaks and so on were created, 
not evolved. 

My proposition is that God created plants 
and animals an 
and made them perfect originally, but when 
man fell into sin and foolishness the whole 
creation went wrong, so that there has been 
an enormous amount of change. It has al- 
ways been a change downward, not evolu- 
tion upward. 

Take, for example, the tail of a peacock. 
It is absolutely inexplicable from a natural- 
istic standpoint. Darwin thought he ex- 
plained it on his theory of sexual: selection, 
but that theory has been cast to the four 
winds. (See, “Evolution the Way of Man,” 


by Vernon Kellogg.) The struggle for ex- 


d man for a perfect earth 


such an appendage that to originate it, but 
when a person sees the extended tail of a 
peacock he can well imagine that it was 
made for an ideal earth. 

You will wish to get an idea about the 
evidence and although it is impossible to 
more than barely touch the problem in two 
or three pages I may be able to provide a 
bird’s-eye view of the situation. 

We know that like produces like: oaks 
come from oaks and owls come from owls. 
There is some variation in individuals, but 
the progeny is definitely oaks and owls. 
What nature does now it is right to assume 
that nature always did, save as the Creator 
directed otherwise. That is science. Yet 
if this was always so the first oaks and 
owls must have been created: otherwise they 
would descend from ferns and reptiles, or 
something of the sort. In the theory of 
evolution this contrary-to-nature assump- 
tion is a necessity, and yet it is very ap- 
parent that it is unscientific. That is, al- 
though such a thing may have occurred, the 
evidence is flatly against it, and it would 
take astonishingly strong evidence to over- 
come that assumption. I think that every 
logician will agree with me on that. 

And yet when the evolutionists try to 
bring forward such evidence they are totally 
unable to do so. In fact it is 90 per cent 
against them, not for them. They can, it is 
perfectly true, demonstrate the probability 
of an enormous amount of species change, 
that many oak species are all related and 
many owl species are related through com- 
mon ancestors, but when they try to go 
farther they come up to a blank and im- 
passable wall. 

For instance again, it is one problem to 
make owls split up into many owl species 
and another thing altogether to make that 
owl come from a reptile and that reptile 
from a salamander and the salamander 
from a fish. It is even more a problem to 
evolve an eye in animals none of whose an- 
cestors ever had eyes. 

Even when they try to get simple changes 
of species they are blocked as to method. 
Darwin’s theory of species change is re- 
jected by 90 percent of the best biologists. 
(See Kellogg’s book again, or H. F. Os- 
born’s writings, or almost any good book 
on evolution.) If they cannot account for 
even a simple thing like species change, it 
certainly is unreasonable to~ assume _ that 
fore legs would change to wings, two cham- 
bered heart change to four chambered 
heart, and so on almost ad infinitum. They 
might do it, but it would take miracle to 
make it and once the evolutionists call in 
miracles to help them out they have gone 
over to the position of creation. 

There certainly is nothing in the fossil 
record to demonstrate, or to indicate at all, 
that things like this occurred. For instance, 
as you may know, the evolutionists assume 
that there has been a long series of geolog- 
ic ages extending back a billion years or 
more. They assert an age of invertebrates, 
an age of fishes, an age of amphibians, an 
age of reptiles, an age of mammals and an 
age of man. 

Down in the alleged Devonian period is 
the first trace of amphibians, a footprint 
of an amphibian. There is no sign what- 
,ever of any intermediate fossil between wa- 
ter living fish and air breathing amphibian. 

Up until the middle of the Mesozoic pe- 
riod there was no sign of the real flowering 
plants: pansies, oaks, clovers, grasses. Then 
suddenly, in the lower Cretaceous period all 
over the earth there are numerous and very 


diverse plants of this kind. I would ask 
any logician if this was not a better indica- 
tion of absolute creation than of evolution, 
particularly when it is a fundamental rule 
of genetics that like produces like. 

e come to the first — period of the 
age of mammals and we find fossils of high- 
ly organized whales and of bats. It is a far 
cry between reptile and mammal and 
tween tree shrew and whale, yet before 
there could be whale, according to evolution, 
reptile would have to change to tree s 
via egg-laying mammal and marsupial 
(opossum-like creature) and tree shrew 
would have to change to whale. The fossil 
record starts off of a sudden when it 
comes to mammals. That looks like crea- 
tion I must say. As far as that goes it 
looks like folly to assume that a tree shrew 
would take to the water and become a whale, 
or take to the air and become a bat. People 
who would prefer such a conclusion to the 
belief in creation by divine power seem 
overly anxious to rule God out of the affairs 
of His creatures. 

As far as man is concerned, he appears 
suddenly and full grown. Not one of the 
ape men relics are more than very small 
parts of the skull and skeleton and all are 
open to serious attack, as you can see by 
reading “The Case for Creation,” by George 
Barry O’Toole, the well-known biologist. 
When whole skeletons are found they are 
invariably real men. This is definitely true 
of the Neanderthal men and even more of 
the Cro-Magnons, who, in comparison with 
present mortals, almost deserve the term 
of supermen. 

_ Every one who knows anything about an- 
cient history knows that modern races of 
men: Aryans, Semites, Mongolians, etc., 
started their careers only a few thousand 
years ago from west central Asia and they 
started as distinct and highly advanced ra- 
ces} It is folly to think that such a thing 
could happen if man had been real man for 
a million years and as far advanced as the 
Cro-Magnons 50,000 years ago. What, did 
they all die off about five thousand years 
ago except a few families, and those few 
families suddenly spread out to dominate 
the earth! Such a conclusion is absurd, 
but it would be required by the theory of 
evolution. 

After all the problem of evolution is as 
much history as it is biology and I am ab- 
solutely convinced that the scheme of earth 
history which passes as standard among 
geologists is wrong and Genesis history is 
to be preferred. It would take too much 
time to discuss this, but I will just outline 
the case. 

1. Geologic time (rock strata) could at 
the best be only a small fraction as long as 
evolutionary geologists assert in their ef- 
fort to justify an acceptance of the theory 
of geologic ages. I have discussed this in 
various articles. 

2. The sedimentary deposits indicate 
conclusively much of a catastrophic nature 
for their origin: that is, some great earth 
disturbance, rather than slow, natural 
processes like those which go on now. For 
instance, it would take a tremendous move- 
ment of earth and water to catch and kill 
and bury fishes (particularly salt water fish- 
es) so as to make good fossils, yet well pre- 
served fish fossils can be found by the mil- 
lion. Also, the organisms which provide our 
petroleum must certainly have been buried 
suddenly, otherwise they would have de- 
cayed and never would have made petro- 
leum. Catastrophe and not uniformity is 
inevitably indicated by this. We are driven 
to think of Noah’s Flood in this connection. 

$. There are strong indications of a se- 
ries of ages of some sort nevertheless, 
though not of a kind to permit evolution, 
for it certainly would take untold millions 
of years to evolve birds and beasts and 
men, to say nothing about plants and about 
lower animals, but there is one conclusive 
piece of evidence against those geologic 
ages. Time after time sedimentary strata 
Turn to page 14.) 
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A VISIT TO ROME 


2) 


Although my stay in Italy has been short, 

t I have covered much territory, travel- 

g clear down the West Coast through Ge- 
noa, the birthplace of Columbus, Pisa, where 
stands the leaning tower, Rome, the Eter- 
nal City, Naples of Mount Vesuvius and 
Pompei fame, and back to Rome. From 
here I will go inland through the very 
heart of Italy to Florence and thence to 
Venice away to the northwest on the Adri- 
atic. Thus I will have covered most of Ita- 
ly, seeing the country North, South, East 
and West. 

Well indeed has this country been named 
“Sunny Italy,” for, like Florida and Calif- 
ornia, the sun is nearly always shining. To 
me, it seems like summer already. The 
children are playing in the streets; women 
are washing their clothes in the rivers; veg- 
etation is well underway. Vineyards prom- 
ise a rich harvest of grapes. Farm lands 
are being cultivated, women are working in 
the fields. 

What Mussolini has already accomplished 
is simply stupendous. There is order every- 
where. I would not wonder but that Italy 
at the present time is one of the most law- 
abiding countries in the world. I heard 
nothing but enthusiastic praise of the dic- 
tator’s government. As one fellow-traveler, 
an Italian who spoke good English, told me, 
the attitude of the people is one of trust. 
Mussolini, he stated, simply asks the people 
not to discuss politics at all, pointing gut 
that if they believe him capable for his 
work, they should be willing to trust him 
absolutely, taking it for granted that what- 
ever he does is best. This, continued my 
informer, we are prepared to do. After 
which he sought to show me the uselessness 
of the endless political discussions which 
are carried on, especially by the newspa- 

rs, in England and America. “What does 
t amount to?” he asked. “The people have 
no way of knowing all the facts. How ab- 
surd, then, are arguments without founda- 
tions. If a man is worthy to rule a coun- 
try, he should be trusted, not questioned.” 

“There are no Bolsheviks in this country, 
are there?” I asked. 

“No, indeed,” was his reply. And he 
laughed at the absurdity of the question. 
“If there are, they do not dare to open 
their mouths,” he continued. “They would 
be run out of the country in no time.” 

“Your newspapers have no pictures and 
they are extremely small,” I commented, 
picking up Italy’s largest and most influen- 
tial Daily. 

“No,” he responded. “Eight pages is the 
maximum number allowed. None can be 
larger. “But while there are seldom any 
pictures in our regular dailies, we do have 
papers with pictures,” he explained, taking 
from his traveling bag an illustrated publi- 
cation in colors. 

“I notice that the country is full of men 
in uniform,” I commented. “What does it 
signify?” 

“A staple government, a country weli or- 
dered, strongly ruled and fully controlled,” 
was his answer, or words to that effect. 

No one can travel in Italy vrithout being 
impressed by the presence of men in author- 
ity everywhere. They are on every train, 
several of them. On the platforms and in 
the waiting rooms of every station they are 
to be seen. As a rule they stand or walk 
in pairs. Over their shoulders is worn an 
attractive cloak, green or blue, that comes 
to the knees. Their helmets or hats are 
most picturesque, differing much in style, 
some with a feather. Swords are worn, 
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rifles and revolvers carried. They are the 
military and fascist police. 

“Why do police ride on the trains?” I 
asked, 

“To teach the people in Italy honesty,” 
was his reply. ussolini wants his nation 
to learn to do right.” 

“In what way?” I questioned. 

“Well, for instance, until six years ago, 

assengers with third class tickets traveled 
in second class cars, and those with second 
class tickets sometimes were found in first 
class compartments. Hence the conductor 
was always having an argument. So Mus- 
solini simply put his black shirts on all the 
trains and in the stations,” he illustrated. 

“And has the trouble been corrected?” I 
asked. 

“At first there was resistance, but the po- 
lice either made the guilty one pay the ex- 
tra fare or threw him out, and that so 
quickly that the people began to realize that 
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it was no use, and now there is no attempt 
to evade the law,” was his reply. 

“Your population is large, about forty- 
one millions, is it not,’ I asked. 

“Yes, and increasing at a tremendous 
rate,” he answered. 

And all this time he referred to Mussolini 
as “he,” only four or five times using his 
name. And he was the only one I ever 
heard mention Mussolini by name anywhere. 

“The most critical situation just now,” 
he volunteered, “is the latest move of Mus- 
solini in connection with the Vatican.” 

“Yes,” I answered, “the Pope has been 
given back his temporal power. What do 
you think of it?” 

“Well, I don’t know,” was his comment. 
“There are several issues to be considered. 
True, he reigns over a very small territory, 
but nevertheless he is a monarch now, and 
his spiritual control is the largest in the 
world.” 

“But what do you fear?” I asked. 

“I fear that if he becomes a member of 
the League of Nations, as he now has the 
right. there may be trouble among the pow- 
ers that stand for Protestantism,” was his 
reply. 
“And do you think he will? Has he made 
any announcement?” I inquired. 

“Oh, no, of course not. The Vatican nev- 
er speaks until it acts. In America and 
England there is much talk beforehand, but 
never in Rome. The sixty cardinals, select- 
ed not by favoritism, but by merit, are the 
strongest leaders and the brainiest men of 
Europe. They never act until they know 
they are doing the very best thing possible. 
under the circumstances. And they don’t 
talk, they act. You will read about it after 
it is done,” was his illuminating reply. 


REVISING DENOMINATIONALISM 

(Continued from page 6.) 
the truth. We must have convincing convictions, 
burning beliefs about the Bible, the Christ, and a 
militant mission message. We do best for accom- 
plishment to associate with those who think as we 
do, who are united with all Christians in general 
purpose, but who work out their salvation as they 
see the light.” 

A move has been under way for some 
time to unite the Southern sbyterian 
Church and the United Presbyterian de- 
nomination. But on June 4, the General 
Assembly of the United Presbyterian 
Church voted the proposal down with an 
overwhelming majority. In place of the 
proposed merger, the Assembly merely 
adopted a resolution expressing apprecia- 
tion of the spirit which prompted the South- 
ern Church to make overtures looking 
toward a possible union. The United Pres- 
byterian Church is practically immune from 
Modernism. 
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“Do you think the Pope will now leave 
his prison to visit Italy and other coun- 
tries?” I questioned. 

“Most assuredly he will,” was the answer. 
“Why, right now a station is being built in 
the Vatican and a railroad laid so that the 
Pope can leave from his own territory. But 
then, the moment he crosses his border into 
Italy, like any other reigning monarch, he 
becomes the guest of the King of Italy. 
Consequently the King will have to provide 
a royal train for him as he would if the 
King of England were to visit him.” 

“Yes, and if he goes to England, like- 
wise he will have to be received as a royal 
guest,” I ventured. 

“Of course, and you may see the Pope in 
Chicago yet,” he added significantly. 

“Do you think Mussolini has made a wise 
move in giving the Pope back his tempor- 
al power?” I asked. 

“T think it is his most important act thas 
far and that it will work out for the best in 
the end. But I fear complications as I have 
pointed out,” was his final statement. 

There can be no doubt about it, mighty 
changes have and are taking place, some 
of a most drastic nature, and that rapidly 
and without much talk. Here in Rome it- 
self, for instance, the ancient narrow streets 
are being demolished, the older buildings 
rased to the ground, and magnificent, wide, 
modern boulevards built in every direction. 
I was amazed to see so many beautiful 
buildings and such large avenues right in 
front and around the station. A magnifi- 
cent new station is soon to be built, a struc- 
ture that will be the last word in modern 
architecture. About a block away from the 
present depot is one of the most attractive 
fountains I have ever seen. I saw it at 
night when it made an unusually striking 
appearance. The streets around it are very 
wide. In a little while, if Mussolini lives, 
Rome will without doubt be transformed 
into a modern twentieth century city, one 
of the most beautiful in the world. It has 
history, climate, and genius, which 
with the necessary money will make it what 
Mussolini has vowed it shall be. 

If there is discontent I did not discover 
it. What lies beneath the surface I do not 
know. There is a spirit of eager, progress- 
ive enterprise in the very air. Certain it is . 
that- Mussolini has saved Italy and that a 
new day has dawned. There are no strikes 
and no big newspaper headlines of crime 
and political scandal. I do not believe that 
Mussolini, like so many statesmen and ru- 
lers, is seeking his own interests and ex- 
ploiting the people. To an unprejudiced ob- 
server, it is evident that he is working hard 
for the welfare of the Italian nation. 
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OVER SIX HUNDRED TIMES in the 
Old Testament mention is made about the 
NAME of God, and nearly two hundred of 
the references are in the psalms. The im- 
portance of knowing what that name -is and 
what it stands for is evident from the fol- 
lowing scripture quotations: 

“And they that KNOW THY NAME will put 

their TRUST in thee ;; 

For thou, Jehovah, hast not forsaken them that 

seek thee.” —Psalm 9:10. 
“Some trust in chariots, and some in horses; 
But we will make mention of the NAME of Je 

hovah our 8 

THEY are bowed down and fallen; 

But WE are risen, and stand upright.” 

—Psalm 20:7, 8. 

“Because he hath set his love upon Me, therefore 

will I deliver him ; 

I will set him on high because he hath known 

MY NAME.” .—Psalm 91:14. 
“The NAME of Jehovah is a STRONG TOWER; 
The righteous runneth into it, and is SAFE.” 

—Prov. 18:10. 

Isaiah 50:10 depicts a trying situation in 
which not a few devout and faithful souls 
have found themselves: “Who is among 
you that feareth Jehovah, that obeyeth the 
voice of His servant? he that WALKETH 
IN DARKNESS, and hath NO LIGHT, let 
him TRUST in the NAME of Jehovah, and 
rely upon his God.” This is a serious sit- 
uation, and anything that will sustain the 
soul in such an experience is greatly to be 
desired. But how can one trust in some- 
thing about which little or nothing is 
known? God’s name must be known and 
trusted in if these very desirable advan- 
— are to be had. 

HAT, THEN, IS GOD’S NAME? The 
third chapter of Exodus tells about the call 
of Moses to return to Egypt and deliver 
the people of God from the bitter bondage 
under which they groaned. Verse 13 says, 
“And Moses said unto God, Behold, when I 
come unto the children of Israel, and shall 
say unto them, The God of your fathers 
hath sent me unto you; and they shall say 
to me, WHAT IS HIS NAME? what shall 
I say unto them? And God said unto Mo- 
ses, I AM THAT I AM: and He said, Thus 
shalt thou say unto the children of Israel, 
I AM hath sent me unto you. And God 
said moreover unto Moses, Thus shalt thou 
say unto the children of Israel, JEHOVAH, 
the God of your fathers. the God of Abra- 
ham, the God of Isaac, and the God of Ja- 
cob, hath sent me unto you: THIS IS MY 
NAME for ever, and this is MY MEM- 
ORIAL unto ALL generations.” 

Here, then, is GOD’S OWN STATEMENT 
of what is His name, and that this name is 
a MEMORIAL. He says, moreover, that 
this is His name FOR EVER, and that this 
memorial is to be UNTO ALL GENERA- 
TIONS. Consequently it is still His name, 
and the memorial is to OUR generation. 
That name is JEHOVAH. Psalm 83:16-18 
and Isaiah 42:8 are confirmations of it 
showing that, generations afterward, God 
still adhered to the name. ‘ 

WHAT DOES THIS NAME MEMOR- 
TALIZE? A memorial is intended to keep 
something in mind. So, God intended that 
this name should remind every generation 
of something about Himself. Instead of 
that, this wonderful name has been all but 
buried out of sight to readers of the English 
Bible, until the Revised Version resurrected 
it; for it is found in the King James (oth- 
erwise known as the Authorized) Version 
only seven times, whereas in the Hebrew 
Scriptures it is used about seven thousand 
times, many of which places may be known 
by the reader of the King James Version 
by a difference in the printing of “Lord,” 
sometimes, as here, with capital “L” and 
the other letters in “lower case,” i. e., small 

; and in other places with capital 


“TL” and the other letters in small capitals. 
Let sometimes these two Hebrew words are 
used together in the Hebrew Bible (two 
hundred times in the prophecy of Ezekiel), 
which, if translated as above would give 
“the Lord LORD,” to avoid which the trans- 
laters rendered it “the Lord GOD;” but the 
Revised Version faithfully (so far as 
known) translates the same word “Jehovah” 
throughout the Old Testament. 
In Psalm 30:4 is found this exhortation: 


“Sing praise unto Jehovah, ye saints of His, 
eee Spatial to His holy MEMORIAL 


Also in Psalm 97:12, this: 
“Be glad in Jehovah, ye righteous; 
And GIVE THANKS to His holy MEMORIAL 


NAME. 

And Psalm 122:4 declares that the great 
object of the gathering together of “the 
tribes of Jehovah,” to the city of Jerusalem, 
in their great annual feasts was “TO GIVE 
THANKS UNTO THE NAME OF JEHO- 
VAH.” Many other places make mention 
of this giving thanks to this great name; 
and in four places the same Hebrew words 
are rendered “confess thy name” (1 Kings 
8:33, 35; 2 Chron. 6:24, 26); whilé wherever 
mention is made of confession of sin, the 
same Hebrew word is used. Therefore, 
“giving thanks to the name of Jehovah” is 
making public confession of what that name 
stands for. It is ADVERTISING that mem- 
orial name. 

WHAT, THEN, WAS THE SIGNIFI- 
CANCE OF THAT MEMORIAL NAME? 
The answer is found in Exodus 84:6, 7. And 
here, again, as in the making known of the 
name itself, the MEANING of the name is 
given by Jehovah Himself. That ought to 





be enough to arrest and hold attention and 
to arouse keenest interest. Moreover, God 
VOLUNTEERED the revelation, and offered 
it as the GREATEST BLESSING He could 
add to that already promised — His own 
presence with Moses and His people. After 
that promise, Moses showed his near kin- 
ship to us all by a yearning that he ex- 
pressed: that he might SEE the One whose 
presence had been promised: “And he said, 
Show me, I pray thee, thy glory. And he 
said, I will make all my goodness pass be- 
fore thee, and will proclaim the NAME OF 
JEHOVAH before thee” (Read from verse 
12 of Exodus 33). The Revised Version 
sets forth that proclamation with greater 
force; yet one exceedingly important point 
is not made plain even there, but is brought 
out in the marginal note of the “Newberry” 
Bible. Combining the thoughts of the two, 
we have Exodus 34:6, 7 thus: “And Jehovah 
descended in the cloud and stood there, and 
PROCLAIMED the NAME OF JEHOVAH. 
And Jehovah passed by before him, and 
proclaimed, 


“Jehovah, JEHOVAH, 

a GOD (Hebrew EL, meaning Strong One, Great 
First Cause) 

merciful and gracious, 

slow to anger, 

and abundant in loving kindness and truth; 

keeping lovingkindness for thousands, 

forgiving iniquity and transgression and sin; 

and that will by no means clear (the guilty), vis- 

iting the iniquity of the fathers upon the chil- 

dren, and upon the children’s children, upon the 

third and upon the fourth generation.” “And 

Moses made haste, and bowed his head 

the earth and WORSHIPPED.” 


Such were the truths concerning Himself 
that Jehovah would have ‘brought to mind 
at the remembrance of this name by which 
He made Himself known as the Deliverer 
of His people. And such was the EFFECT 


this proclamation had upon Moses. Nor 
was it a mere momentarv effect upon the 
feelings of Moses; but it gripped his mind 
and heart and soul with a power that last- 
ed; for, in Numbers 14:17, 18, is an ac- 


count of his making very practical use of 
the very truth proclaimed at this time: 


“And now, I pray thee, let the power of 
the Lord be great, ACCORDING AS THOU 
HAST SPOKEN, saying, Jehovah is slow 
to anger, and abundant in lovingkindness 
forgiving iniquity and transgression; an 
that will by no means clear (the guilty), 
visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon the 
children, upon the third and upon the fourth 
generation. Pardon, I pray thee, the iniqui- 
ty of this people according unto the great 
ness of thy lovingkindness, and according 
as thou hast forgiven this people, from 
Egypt even until now.” 

avid relied upon that revelation made to 
Moses, for, in Psalm 86:15, 16, we find him 
pleading thus: 

“But thou, O Lord, art a God merciful and gra- 


ous, 
Slow to anger, and abundant in lovingkindness 
id truth. 


Oh turn unto ME, and be gracious unto ME; 

Give thy strength unto thy servant, 

And save the oun of thy ba 

Again, in Psalm 103, David quotes and 
applies this revelation of God, introducing 
it by specific reference to Moses, as follows: 


“He made known His ways unto Moses, 

His doings unto the children of Israel. 

Jehovah is MERCIFUL AND GRACIOUS, 

SLOW TO ANGER, and ABUNDANT IN LOV- 
INGKINDNESS. 


He will not always childe; 


Neither will He keep His anger for ever. 


He hath not dealt with us after our sins, 

Nor rewa: us after our iniquities. 

For as the heavens are high above the earth, 

So great is His LOVINGKINDNESS toward 

them that fear Him.” 

Furthermore, long after David’s time, 
such a man as Jonah was impressed by that 
revelation given centuries before to Moses; 
for Jonah gave it as the reason why he did 
not want to go to Nineveh on the mission 
God bade him fulfill: “And he prayed unto 
Jehovah, and said, I pray thee, O Jehovah, 
was not this my saying, when I was yet in 
my country? THEREFORE I hasted to flee 
unto Tarshish; FOR I KNEW that thou art 
a GRACIOUS GOD, and MERCIFUL 
SLOW TO ANGER, and ABUNDANT IN 
LOVINGKINDNESS, and repentest thee of 
the evil.” 

Still later, in the days of Nehemiah, after 
the Babylonian captivity had been visited 
upon the nation because of their faithless- 
ness with this wonderful God, the basis of 
hope of deliverance from their desperate 
straits was thus voiced in a great prayer 
made at a gathering of returned captives 
in Jerusalem, after confession of utter un- 
worthiness because of past sins: “But thou 
art a God ey to pardon, GRACIOUS 
AND MERCIFUL, SLOW TO ANGER, and 
ABUNDANT IN LOVINGKINDNESS, and 
forsookest them not” (Neh. 9:17). 

THIS TRUTH IN THE NEW TESTA- 
MENT. There is a passage in the first 
epistle of Paul to the Corinthians that for 
ever unites and continues this Old Testa- 
ment revelation of God by Himself to all 
the fulness of the provisions of salvation 
in Christ. It is in the last two verses of 
the first chapter, as follows: “But OF HIM 
(God) are ye in Christ Jesus, who was 
made unto us wisdom from GOD, both 
righteousness, and sanctification, and re- 
demption: that, according as it is written, 
He that glorieth, let him GLORY IN THE 
LORD.” Where is it “written?” In Jere- 
miah 9:28, 24, thus: “Thus saith Jehovah, 
Let not the wise man glory in his wisdom, 
neither let the mighty man glory in his 
might, let not the rich man glory in his 
riches; but let him that glorieth GLORY 
IN THIS, that he HATH UNDERSTAND- 
ING, and KNOWETH ME, that I am JE- 
HOVAH who exerciseth LOVINGKIND,- 
NESS, justice, and righteousness, in the 
earth: for in THESE things I DELIGHT, 
saith Jehovah.” This is the test, the 

(Turn to page 16. 
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AN INTERESTING LETTER 


By, Rev. H. E. Mueller, 
Presiding Elder, St. Paul District, Evangelical Church 





H. E. Mueller 


Dear Brother Winrod: 

I am enclosing a manuscript in which you 
will likely be interested. Allow me to ex- 
plain that it is an extract from a sermon 
preached last year under the following cir- 
cumstances: 

One of my catechism scholars asked me 
one Sunday morning this question: “Is God 
a theory?” I tried to answer the question 
briefly and to the satisfaction of the schol- 
ars. Then I asked: “Did you conceive this 
question, or did some older person first ask 
it?” The scholar admitted that an older 
person asked the question. I then asked: 
‘Where, in school?” “Yes.” 


Things were clear to me. 
there may be many another person going 
about with the same question. I announced 
my sermon in the paper the following Sun- 
day morning: “God, Theory or Demonstra- 
tion?” As soon as the announcement was 
noticed there was a “hubbub” in the city. 
One of the High School teachers had tried 
to make clear the meaning of the “God The- 
ory” in one of her classes. Unfortunately 
she made the statement that in this sense 
the idea of God is a theorv. Immediately 
some of the students opposed her and a de- 
bate followed. Hence, the question was put 
to me in the catechism class, to get mate- 
rial against the teacher’s position. I was 
told that one of the boys in our Church got 
busy when he returned from school and 
made up a full sheet of reasons why there 
must be a God. 

When my sermon theme became public 
the students of that class notified each oth- 
er and the result was that the entire class 
was in our services on Sunday. The father 
of one of the boys who was much wrought 
up invited the teacher and she came also. 
We had quite a service. The Spirit of God 
was present and the entire congregation 
felt it. 

In justice to the teacher it should be said 
that she did not mean to convey the im- 
pression that there is no God. Some of the 
students misunderstood her at this point. 
She was of course under the influence of 
that modern scholasticism which relegates 
all knowledge to subjectivity and leaves no 


I thought 


place for objective revelation. I had a per- 
sonal talk with her on this. 

The following Scripture Reading is thé 
one that I used on the occasion. I thought 
it might interest you and that perhaps in 
some other connection you might want to 
use it some time. 
Sincerely, 

H. E. Mueller. 


SCRIPTURE READING 


In the beginning God. Gen. 1:1. 

God is a Spirit; and they that worship 
Him must worship in Spirit and in truth. 
John 4:24, 

The fool hath said in his heart, There is 
no God. Ps. 14:1 and 58:1. 

God said to Moses, I AM THAT I AM. 
Ex. 3:14. 

No man hath seen God at any time; the 
only begotten Son who is in the bosom of 
— Father, He hath declared Him. John 

And God spake unto Moses, and said un- 
to him, I am Jehovah: and I appeared unto 
Abraham, unto Isaac, and unto Jacob, as 
God Almighty; but by my name Jehovah I 
was not known to them. Ex. 6:2, 3. 

I am the first, and I am the last; and be- 
side me there is no God. Isa. 44:6. 

Will God in very deed dwell on the earth? 
behold the heaven of heavens cannot con- 
tain Thee. I Kings 8:27. 

In Him we live and move, and have our 
being. Acts 17:28. 

There is no power but of God; and the 
ge that be are ordained of God. Rom. 


ont is good, save One, even God. Mark 


Every good gift and every perfect gift is 
from above, coming down from the Father 
of lights. Jas. 1:17. 

He hath made the earth by His power, 
He hath established the world by His wis- 
dom, and by His understanding hath He 
stretched out the heavens. Jer. 10: 12. 

For the wrath of God is revealed from 
heaven against all ungodliness and unright- 
eousness of men, who hinder the truth in 
unrighteousness; because that which is 
known of God is manifest in them; for God 
manifested it unto them. Rom. 1:18, 19. 

God, having of old time spoken unto the 
Fathers in the prophets by divers portions 
and in divers manners, hath at the end of 
—s days spoken unto us in His Son. Heb. 


If my people, who are called by my name, 
shall humble themselves, and pray, and seek 
my face, and turn from their wicked ways: 
then will I hear from heaven, and will for- 
give their sin, and will heal their land. 
II Chron. 7:14. 

For Thine is the Kingdom, and the Power 
-” or forever. Amen. Matt. 6: 





Taxing Churches 











Should churches pay taxes? Atheistic 
organizations say, “Yes.” 

From time immemorial our churches have 
been exempt from taxation. Protests 
against this policy are now coming from 
different directions. 

The magazine, The Nation, points out 


that many churches have made large sums 
of money by selling their renew’ and this 
ublication thinks it would only have been 
air in such instances had taxes been paid. 
As an example it cites the recent sale of 
the Madison Avenue Methodist Church in 
— York where a profit of $650,000 was 
made, 

Mention is made of the sale of Temple 
Emanu-El by a rich Jewish congregation 
in New York at a gain of one million dol- 
lars. If the Roman Catholics cared to sell 
St. Patrick’s Cathedral, New York, they 
could clear ten million dollars. The rapid 
advance in value of business property in the 
vicinity of such churches accounts for the 
increase in sales prices. 

The Nation reasons: “In a Country where 
Church and State are officially separated, it 
is difficult to see why churches should not 
pay some taxes. Tax-exemption is a form 
of community endowment; when the mem- 
bers of a church fail to pay taxes upon their 
edifice, it means that the rest of the com- 
munity must pay taxes for them. 

“Would the taxation of churches be an 
ecclesiastical disaster? We think not. Hun- 
dreds of half-used churches would be 
closed if their members were compelled to 
pay taxes upon them, but the gains in ef- 
ficiency and vigor among the remaining 
churches probably would outbalance that 
loss. Denominations divided by petty 
quarreling would be forced to unite or die.” 

The logic of The Nation starts with a 
wrong premise. While there are isolated 
instances where large city congregations 
have acquired sums of money by their sales, 
they are mighty few and mighty far be- 
tween. Should thousands of struggling 
churches be forced to pay taxes annually 
because some large Church happens to dis- 
pose of its property at a good profit occa- 
sionally? The Church as a whole is not a 
money-making institution. Most churches 
live “from hand to mouth.” 

Moreover, the worth of a Church to a 
community cannot be determined by mun- 
dane calculations. It deals with moral, so- 
cial and spiritual values which cannot be 
bartered with as one might buy and sell 
merchandise. A true Church is “salt” to 
the community in which it is located—“salt 
of the earth.” What does salt do? It keeps 
things from — rotten. The value of 
the Church cannot be determined in terms 
of dollars and cents. 

Let the sacred attitude of the past con- 
tinue to prevail with reference to the 
Church. It is America’s one unique institu- 
tion. No community will be caused to suf- 
fer by making an occasional friendly ges- 
ture toward it. —Gerald B. Winrod. 


FROM A SALVATION ARMY OFFICER 


Mr. Gerald B. Winrod, 
Astor Hotel, 

Milwaukee. Wisconsin. 

My dear Mr. Winrod: 

It would be very ungrateful on my behalf if I did 
not write to say how much the Defenders’ Conven- 
tion has meant to me personally, and also to the 
City of Milwaukee. The preaching of yourself, New- 
ton N. Riddell, and Paul Rader were the only mem- 
bers of your Organization that I have had the pleas- 
ure of hearing, and I am very sorry that all Milwau- 
kee has not heard these splendid men of 

Besides my own personal gift, I take pleasure in 
enclosing check for $10.00 from the Salvation Army 
in order to help defray your expenses. May con- 
tinue to lift upon you the light of His Countenance. 

I was delighted last night with your sermon. The 
Blood cure is the only cure. This has been my 
Theme for forty years, being a close student of the 
marvelous transforming influence of the Atoning 
Blood. bless you. : 

Yours most sincerely, 





m. G. Anderson, 
DIVISIONAL COMMANDER. 
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ILLOGICAL GEOLOGY 
(Continued from page 7.) 


arate science A. G. Werner (1749-1817), a 
teacher of mineralogy in Freiberg, Germa- 
ny. He was a most enthusiastic exponent 
of his science (he called it geognosy), and 
attracted crowds of students from all the 
civilized countries, sending these pupils 
forth as flaming evangelists of the new 
learning. 

His actual teachings may not have been 
as absurd as they now sound to us; for we 
must remember that he wrote essentially 
nothing, so that we are-entirely dependent 
upon the statements of his pupils for what 
the master really taught. It is also prob- 
able that his theories regarding the origin 
of the various rocks and the historical se- 
quence in which they originally occu 
may have occupied only a very small part 
of his teachings. As in the case of so many 
other persons, he is remembered now chief- 
ly by his mistakes. Thus it is with scien- 
tists as with other men: 


“The evil that men do lives after them, 
The good is oft interred with their bones.” 


The famous onion-coat theory, for which 
Werner is now chiefly remembered, was an 
attempt to tell the exact order in which the 
various kinds of rocks were formed in the 
first place. He held that all the materials 
now composing our earth’s surface were 
originally held in an aqueous solution, be- 
ing held dissolved in the ocean water. One 
by one these various substances were 
thrown down as precipitates, the exact or- 
der being: first the granites and associated 
greenstones; next hornblende schists and 
porphyries; then slates and graywackes; 
“followed in turn by limestone, coal, basalt, 
and ores; by sand, clay, soapstone and final- 
ly by voleanie ash, some lavas, and jasper.” 
(“The Development of the Sciences,” edited 
by W. W. Woodruff, p. 207; Yale University 
Press, 1923.) And as these were all depos- 
ited from the universal ocean as chemical 
precipitates, they must originally have been 
found occurring in a true historical se- 
quence one above another, each kind being 
in the first place all around the earth, like 
the coat of an onion. Hence the nickname 
of the “onion-coat” theory. 

It is astonishing how long this absurd 
theory held sway over all the studies re- 
garding the minerals and rocks. True, it 
“worked” remarkably well; for it served to 
explain a multitude of facts; and it was 
taught in a gradually diminishing manner 
down until well on in the nineteenth cen- 
tury. The thing, of course, which finally 
brought it into discredit was the finding of 
rocks here and there in an order of sequence 
which flatly contradicted the order taught 
by Werner. This was only to be expected; 
for Werner had never traveled, had never 
been more than a hundred miles away from 
his birthplace; and of course he was not 
gifted with any supernatural knowledge of 
the past, that is, he could not really testify 
that the rocks had been deposited in a cer- 
tain order; for he was not back there to 
watch the process, he could only judge from 
the order in which he found them. And his 
theory was helplessly at the mercy of any 
cold facts which might be discovered some 
day in Australia or India, or France, or 
even in some other part of Germany. For 
Lvell tells us that within a few miles of 
Werner’s home he might have seen instan- 
ces of rocks in an order directly contradict- 
ing his theory. But Alex. von Humboldt 
and many other naturalists of a century ago 
thought that they always found the rocks 
occurring as Werner had taught them to 
look for them. 

Werner was fundamentally wrong in his 
method of reasoning. He had framed a uni- 
versal conclusion from very limited data, 
ignoring all the countless unknown instan- 
ces that might yet be discovered. Exactly 
the same crude method of blundering has 
characterized most of the theories since, 








which have tried to deal with the same 
a which Werner attempted to solve. 

‘or as we shall see, we are still living un- 
der the vogue of an onion-coat theory of ge 
ology, though the present is a theory of bi- 
ological onion coats, instead of onion coats 
of minerals. 

But gradually and imperceptibly, during 
or soon after the close of the Napoleonic 
wars, Werner’s system was displaced by an- 
other which aimed to classify the stratified 
rocks according to the kinds of fossils which 
they my aa to contain. This new meth- 
od was brought in by William Smith (1769- 
1838), an ignorant land surveyor of the 
south of England. He had taught himself 
enough mathematics to enable him to act as 
assistant to those who were engaged in dig- 
ging canals, building dams, digging wells, 
etc., and he was shrewd enough to see that 
a knowledge of the conditions underground 
in any particular locality would be of great 
service in such work. He kept traveling 
around a good deal in the southern and cen- 
tral part of England, though it is not cer- 
tain that he ever saw Scotland and it is 
certain that he never was outside of Great 
Britain. He noticed that certain queer 
things (of which he did not know either the 
names or the scientific significance) were 
always found in certain beds of rock, and 
he grew accustomed to guessing that when 
he found another distant outcrop of rock 
with the same curious things (fossils) which 
he had seen in the other place, the two kinds 
of beds were probably continuous with each 
other underground. Thus grew up the meth- 
od of tracing separated out-crops of rock 
by their fossil contents, which happens to 
work admirably within a limited district, 
say of a hundred miles or so. But the meth- 
od was considered of universal applicabili- 
ty; and so we have today a system of geolo- 
gy which assumes that rocks in far distant 
countries, like England and India or South 
America, which show the same fossils, were 
deposited at about the same time. But this 
method also assumes (without the slightest 
justification) that rocks containing very dif- 
ferent kinds of fossils were not deposited 
simultaneously, but either before or after- 
wards, the length of the interval being de- 
termined by the chronological scheme which 
has been worked out to tell the exact order 
in which all the various kinds of fossils were 
deposited. 

William Smith (who was given the nick- 
name of “Strata” Smith) thought that he 
noticed a general tendency in England for 
the strata to dip slightly to the east or 
south-east; and he crudely imagined that 
all over the world the strata would always 
be found occurring, not merely in the same 
relative sequence, but all dipping to the 
east!!! Such were the crude absurdities 
of the man who is often called the “father 
of English geology.” 

With the onion-coat theory of Werner al- 
ready firmly established, the geologists of 
that day eagerly adopted this new method 
of identifying the strata; but they held on 
with unthinking and uncritical persistency 
to the general scheme of successive sets of 
universal onion coats all around the globe, 
they merely changed the method of identi- 
fying them. So clearly was this the case 
that even Herbert Spencer, as late as July, 
1859, sharply criticized the methods of Ly- 
ell and the other geologists of his day in 
the following pungent words: “Must we not 
own that, though the onion-coat hypothesis 
is dead, its spirit is traceable under a 
transcendental form, even in the conclusions 
of its antagonists?” 

The great Baron Cuvier (1769-1832) of 
France undoubtedly had a vast influence in 
putting this fossiliferous onion-coat theory 
on a scientific basis and teaching it to the 
world; but we must pass along to note how 
this absurd idea became the foundation of 
Charles Darwin’s scheme of evolution, and 
through him of the form of the theory pre- 
vailing today, though all acknowledge that 
Darwin’s pet theories no longer hold good. 





The man who really put the new form of 

eology before the world was Charles Lyell 
1797-1875), who was — 
Victoria and was finally buried in West- 
minster Abbey. He took over the fossilifer- 
ous or oe form of the onion-coat the- 
ory as he found it, but he added to it the 
theory that all the Le oye changes of the 
past must be explained by the present-day 
action of the oceans, the rivers, and the 
winds, denying that any great catastrophe 
had ever happened to our globe in the past, 
but affirming that the present methods and 
the present rates of the forces of nature are 
sufficient to explain all the geological 
changes of the past. Thus we have the full 
modern geological theory of uniformity, as 
it is called, in contrast to the theory of 
catastrophism, which was very popular 
among some geologists till well on toward 
the middle of the nineteenth century. 

Charles Darwin (1809-1882) had started 
to study medicine at Edinburgh, but gave 
it up after two years of very elementary 
science, because he was bo by the lec- 
tures he had to attend. Next he was sent 
to Cambridge, to study for “holy orders,” 
as the theological profession is called in 
England. He finished Cambridge in 1881, 
at the age of twenty-two, and instead of be- 
coming a clergyman he went off on the ship 
“Beagle,” which toured the southern seas 
for about five years, returning to England 
in the autumn of 1836, after which Darwin 
never left England. Darwin’s duties aboard 
the “Beagle” were nil, he was his own boss 
and spent his time in collecting and writing 
notes of his observations. He had had no 
experience in dissecting animals (though he 
had been two years at a medical or rather 
pre-medical school); and so his collections 
and his notes of animals were quite worth- 
less and were soon disposed of when he re- 
turned to = oy The only line of sci- 
ence in which he had had any scientific 
training worth speaking of was geology, 
and this he had in a desultory way for sev- 
eral months along with Sedgwick, who was 
then teaching at Cambridge. Thus it will 
be seen that this young man, with a very 
scanty acquaintance with _fooloer and es- 
sentially none with the ordinary biological 
sciences, was very ill equipped to start out 
to reform the entire scientific thought of the 
world, a scheme which he hit upon before 
he was thirty. 

He had taken Lyell’s “Principles of Geol- 
ogy” with him on his voyage to South 
America, and after returning to England 
he was very intimately associated with Ly- 
ell for many years. He took over from Ly- 
ell both the biological onion-coat theory and 
the theory of geologic uniformity, which, as 
we have seen, denies point-blank that there 
ever was any such world-catastrophe as the 
Flood mentioned in Genesis. To all these 
theories he added his own private patent 
of “natural selection,” which was merely a 
theory for explaining how species become 
changed or transformed into different spe- 
cies. But he was already a convinced evo- 
lutionist by the age of 28, or a year or 
more before he hit upon natural selection 
as a method of explaining how evolution 
came about. Hence it ought to be as clear 
as sunlight that it was the anti-Biblical 
views of geology as then prevailing and as 
obtained from Lyell and others, which were 
the real foundations of Darwin’s evolution; 
his own theory was only a supplementary 
theory to explain the precise method of 
es he and others already believed to be a 
act. 

Reviewing our studies thus far, we see 
that Werner’s onion-coat theory was pro- 
fessedly discarded because numerous ex- 
amples were found where the rocks were in 
an order directly contradictory of the the- 
ory. Similarly the modern fossiliferous 
onion-coat theory ought to be discarded, be- 
cause numerous examples have already been 
found where the rocks occur in an order of 
sequence the reverse of the “standard” or 
evolutionary order. For the details of these 

(Turn to page 14.) 





















THE DEFENDER 


18 








Doctor Gamaliel And 
Modernism 


By, Dr. A. Z. Conrad 
Pastor, Park Street Church, Boston 
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What is the matter with the Church? Ga- 
latian levity and Laodicean lassitude and 
languor, e Church is suffering from the 

rnicious anaemia with which many of its 
eaders are afflicted. Few incidents of 
Scripture are more misinterpreted and mis- 
applied than Gamaliel’s counsel to the San- 
hedrim. What was this counsel? Peter 
and John had had a series of disagreeable 
experiences with highhanded ecclesiasti- 
cism. They had been threatened, impris- 
oned, but still persisted in proclaiming Je- 
sus Christ the Saviour of men and the Son 
of God. Peter had definitely flung into the 
faces of the ritualistic, self-righteous re- 
ligionists the accusation that they had been 
guilty of red-handed murder in: the cruci- 
fixion of Jesus. Caiaphas and his associates 
determined to get rid of them at any and 
all hazards. 

It was at this juncture that Gamaliel, who 
had evidently become convinced of the high 
character, righteousness of purpose and ac- 
curacy of ju Sent of Peter and John came 
into the limelight with a vigorous protest 
against the proposed action of his associates 
of the High Court. He saw that what 
should be an orderly Assembly was degen- 
erating into a mob. Gamaliel was a doctor 
of the law, held in high esteem among the 
people. He said, “Refrain from these men 
and let them alone, for if this counsel or 
this work be of men it will be overthrown, 
but if it is of God ye will not be able to 
overthrow them, lest haply ye be found 
even to be fighting against God.” 

Now note that Gamaliel’s counsel was 
against lawless violence and in favor of the 
believers in Jesus. Gamaliel was not giv- 
ing any counsel like this to Peter and John. 

e do not find him advising them to dis- 
continue their teaching or to deal gently 
with the frenzied ecclesiastical Court. It 
was after the Sanhedrim had determined to 
“slay them,” without trial, that Gamaliel 
intervened. 

The advice of Gamaliel is never applicable 
where a destructive purpose is perfectly ap- 
parent. The incident emphasizes the value 
of a high reputation such as Gamaliel had 
and the value also of an appeal to history. 
It brings to our attention that whatever 
God commends will survive in spite of all 
attacks and equally emphasizes the tran- 
siency of pretended religious movements 
which have no Divine sanction. 

We have here an instance of typical lib- 
eralism in the case of the Sanhedrim who 
proceeded to punish the men they dared not 
slay, though they were guilty of nothing 
but the = of evangelical truth. Ga- 
maliel’s teaching that evil tends to exhaust 
and extinguish itself is a great psycholog- 
ical truth. 

The Gamaliel principle and policy has no 
fn to Atheism, Agnosticism. or 

odernism. A thousand Biblical incidents 
declare the importance of denouncing error 
and warning the world against the sophis- 
tries of pretenders. “The let alone theory” 
is by no means defensible for our time. 
Shall faith-wrecking interpretations and 
false theories have no answer? Are minis- 
ters of the Gospel of Christ to lie supinely 
on their ks while Modernism blatantly 
denies the validity of God’s Word and the 
Deity of Christ? 

Imagine Peter coming to Caiaphas and 
saying, “Your reverence, the most import- 

t thing is that we should get together. 
We have minor differences, but on the great 
subject of religion we should enter into 


some sort of a union. Let us therefore 
merge our interests. We both recognize 
that Jesus Christ rendered a valuable serv- 
ice as a humanitarian. Why not meet on 
es — — : San 

magine Pau ore Agrippa saying, 
“After all, there is no such thing as pagan- 
ism, All humanity has an inner urge driv- 
ing them upward. I have decided that the 
important thing is peace and I will go back 
to Jerusalem and tell the Jews that they 
were not so far astray, that the whole mat- 
ter regarding Christ is a matter of inter- 
pretation; if we can not perfectly agree we 
can agree to disagree.” 

This is precisely the kind of thing that is 
going on today. hy cry, “Peace, peace,” 
while those that have abandoned the faith 
are boring in and under every great Chris- 
tian institution and doctrine? 

It has been assumed too often that Ga- 
maliel advocated non-interference as a per- 
manent policy and principle. There are 
many things worse than controversy. Com- 
promise is infinitely worse. The Gamaliel 

olicy is only laudible where men manifest- 
y righteous and of noble purpose, are 
standing for their own interpretation of re- 
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vealed truth. When you find a group of 
people or a cult seriously seeking to lead 
people to God, even though you may differ 
with them on many minor points, you can 
afford to let them work out their policies 
and problems without interference. This 
policy has no proper application where 
teaching is destructive, where Jesus 
Christ is set aside or at best regarded as a 
noble example of a moral life. 

Did Jesus Himself practice the doctrine 
of non-interference? Hardly. Note His 
denunciation of the Scribes and Pharisees. 
Listen to His scathing rebuke of conscience- 
less lawyers and profiteers. See Him driv- 
ing the money-changers from the Temple 
with the whip of small cords. All evil ever 
asks is to be let alone. It will take care of 
expansion and propagation if permitted to 
do so. No true disciple can ignore the fact 
that he is a “watchman on the walls of Zi- 
on.” Ministers have no right to sit idly by 
while the enemy is making its assaults on 
the citadels of truth. 

The Prophet Ezekiel should be read and 
reread by the Evangelicals of today. “When 
I say unto the wicked, thou shalt surely die; 
and thou givest him not warning, nor speak- 
est to warn the wicked from his wicked 
way, to save his life; the same wicked man 


_ Shall die in his iniquity but his blood will I 


require at thy hand.” Let believers in Je- 
sus think this over. Remember silence Is 
consent and consent is participation and 
participation is responsibility in all the con- 
sequences. 

_When men teach that the doctrine of the 
Virgin Birth is not vital, and when we know 
that with this doctrine the validity and in- 
tegrity of Holy ig sneony is wrapped up, 
and when we further know that the doctrine 
is emphasized in God’s Word and that the 
whole scheme of salvation hinges upon its 
truth, no cowardly “let-alone” policy can be 
practiced without bringing condemnation 
upon us. It is our duty to show clearly that 
the rejection of this fundamental tenet of 
our faith undermines the whole Gospel and 
reduces Redemption to a myth, and makes 
of Calvary a questionable martyrdom. 

When Modernism glosses over the deadly 
character of sin and scoffs at the idea of 
judgment, no attitude or negation can be 
honorably practiced. It is ours, then, to 
warn youth whom we see falling into this 
devil’s net of delusion, that it is a delusion. 
Silence under such conditions “crucifies the 
Son of God afresh.” 

When the Resurrection is made a mere 
subjective visualization of spirit it is our 
duty to show how emphatically the Gospel 
stakes everything upon the reality of the 
actual, physical resurrection of Jesus and 
how every feature of the Gospel narrative 
is invalidated when the Resurrection is 
made a mirage and a hallucination. If it is 
not a true resurrection it is the most mon- 
strous imposition ever presented to the 
world. We know and know well that no 
fact of history is better accredited. How 
reprehensible and despicable it would be to 
allow Modern Apostates to go their way 
without protest or rebuke. 

When people are being led to disastrous 
repudiations of vitally imvortant truth, 
which is the pastime of Modernism and all 
forms of unbelief, the disciple of Jesus must 
come to the front with positive and con- 
structive doctrines and at the same time 
with unmistakable denunciation of the 
falsehoods that are being promulgated. 

Tested by all the criteria of truth, both 
the Virgin Birth and the Resurrection stand 
fully accredited. Read Paul’s letter to the 
Galatians. See how he dealt with the 
apostasy of his day. There was no soft hit- 
ting there. In the early Church it was the 
men “set for the defense of the Gospel” 
who prevented the collapse of the Church. 
They expostulated, they protested, they ex- 
plained, they interpreted, they instructed. 
They dared the sword and the flame in the 
interest of the maintenance of the truth. 

To let weeds alone is preposterous. When 
men poison wells they are to be vigorously 
opposed. When Watsonian Behaviorism 
with its deadly implications is presented as 
psychological truth we must show up its 
preposterous and vicious nature. Every 
school boy of the seventh grade is familiar 
with the findings of a materalistic psychol- 
ogy, and the minister has no alternative but 
to acquaint himself with the things which 
are being taught in our schools and which 
are a deadly danger to the thinking of our 
day. All the mechanistic theories of life 
tend to eliminate God and personal account- 
ability and destroy the very basis of ethics; 
morality and religion can never be divorced. 

When Modernism denies the Deity of 
Christ and hence salvation, we must de- 
nounce it as disastrous to individual prog- 
ress; to spiritual health. When the Bible 
is abandoned, as the Word of God, it is our 
duty not only to declare our faith in it but 
to show up the superficiality, the empt 
pretense of scholarship and the irrationali- 
ty that denies to God’s Book its true inspi- 
ration. It is this everlasting drifting away 
from God while men who believe, are mak- 
ing a false application of the Gamaliel idea 
and policy, that is at this moment terribly 
injuring organized Christianity. 

Paul exhorts, “Fight the good fight of 

(Turn to page 165.) 
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Jewish Notes 














Philip Sidersky 


Soon after Charles G. Dawes arrived in 
England to become our Ambassador, Ox- 
ford University made him a Doctor of Civ- 
il Law. On such Oxford occasions, many 
memorable remarks have been uttered. In 
1864, at the beginning of the Evolution 
controversy, the great Jewish Prime Min- 
ister Benjamin Disraeli said: “The question 
is this: Is man an ape or an ny I, my 
lord, am on the side of the angels.” 


This year, as every year, my people the 
Jews observed the Jewish Passover service, 
which is a memorial to the exodus the night 
the Angel of the Lord slew the Egyptians’ 
first-born. The Biblical Passover is seven 
days. However, in Biblical times messen- 

ers went to notify the people of the com- 
ing holiday and sometimes arrived late. 
An eighth day was therefore allotted to 
insure a full holiday. So in modern times, 
Orthodox Jews celebrate eight days, but 
Reformed Jews observe seven. 


In Jerusalem this year, the Arabs did 
not interfere with the Jews during the 
Passover season as they have done in times 
past. The Arabs-outnumber the Jews sev- 
en to one in Palestine at the present time. 


At a banquet a few weeks ago in a Chi- 
cago hotel, attended by 500 hundred of Chi- 
cago’s leading Jews, Judge Harry M. Fish- 
er contributed $300,000 as Chicago’s share 
of the $7,000,000 to be spent this year in 
rebuilding the Jewish national homeland in 
Palestine. Judge Fisher introduced Dr. Na- 
hum Sokolow of London, internationally 
known Zionist leader. Dr. Sokolow de- 
clared that the Zionist Movement is com- 
mitted to the threefold task of saving Pal- 
estine for the Jews, of saving the Jews for 
themselves and for saving contributions of 
Jewish genius for humanity. 


Dr. Sokolow also said: “The situation has 
changed in the last seven years. Syria no 
longer is under the autocratic heel of a 
Turkish Sultan. There is a Sultan no long- 
er. And the recent mandates in Syria 
have given us our great opportunity.” 


(—Editor’s Note: Mr. Sidersky is reach- 
ing many Jews through his meetings these 
days in Chicago. Remember his little book 
on “The Jewish Passover,” price 25 cents. 
—Order from Mr. Sidersky, 4582 N. Ashland 
Ave., Chicago. G. B. W.) 


SOME REASONS FOR REJECTING 
EVOLUTION 
(Continued from page 8.) 


which are alleged to be very old lie smooth- 
ly and seemingly undisturbed on top of rock, 
likewise undisturbed, which is alleged to be 
much younger. I could cite instance after 
instance of this. If the one was shoved 
over on the other there would be signs of 
terrible disturbance, but no such signs are 
there: also the interior of the earth is as 
rigid as a ball of steel and there is nv way 
by which such movements could take place. 

There are many other such lines of evi- 
dence, but this is no place to cite them. It 
seems easy to get dozens of books asserting 
evolution in our public libraries and hard 
to get even one which shows the fallacies 
of it. If you wish I can il you a book or 
so on the subject. From the standpoint of 
geology the writings of Professor George 
McCready Price are to be commended. Ge- 
ologists condemn him vigorously, but it is 
not hard to check up on his statements in 
his critics’ books and to find that he is 
sound in his data. 

I know that there are many features 
which suggest evolution very strongly, yet 
I have never seen one argument advanced 
but what was based on some fallacy which 
could easily be pointed out; or, in a few 
rare instances, if it was valid evidence for 
evolution there could be put against it ten 
times as much evidence against evolution. 
I know perfectly well that far and away the 
strongest evidences for evolution are those 
which indicate the development of many 
species from one species. That is “evolu- 
tion” after creation. It has no bearing 
whatever on the problem of original crea- 
tion versus original evolution. Eliminate 
that line of argument for evolution and 
there is almost nothing left. As far as I 
am concerned I see everything demon- 
strating creation, hardly anything suggest- 
ing evolution, and although in a brief out- 
line like this the evidence cannot be put for- 
ward very a I am hoping that the 
case as presented will show that it is the 
creationists who have real science on their 
side and the evolutionists who ought to be 
on the defensive, and a very poor defense 
they could make if the matter came to an 


issue. 

I can hardly write enough to make a book 
just for you and Rose, but if there is any 
special point you want me to take up, just 
call on Yours truly, 

Dudley Joseph Whitney. 








ILLOGICAL GEOLOGY 
(Continued from page 12.) 





facts I beg to refer the interested reader to 
some of my books, such as “The New Ge- 
ology, a Textbook for Colleges” (1923), 
and “Evolutionary Geolo and the New 
Catastrophism” (1926), where these con- 
tradictory examples are given in full. Suf- 
fice it to say that the evolutionary onion- 
coat theory has been “peeled” very com- 
pletely, and there is really no excuse in this 
ree A of intelligence for any person longer to 
hold an evolutionary Hyg @ of the rocks, 
unless he is determined to believe in a na- 
turalistic theory of development somehow, 
whether the scientific facts support it or 
not; because the only alternative now, in 
the light of modern science, is to believe in 
a, real literal Creation, as taught in the 
e. 

Spontaneous generation was settled once 
for all by Pasteur, about half a century 
ago. Evolutionary geology has now been 
disposed of for all who will take the trouble 
to look into the matter; and so we are now 
left face to face with that sublime truth of 
the ee Bible, “In the beginning God 
crea 


Sumenvel piostemary College, 


. 





INSIDE OF EARTH SAID 
TO BE GLASS 








“Round as a biscuit, busy as a hee, the 
ag little thing you ever did see! What 
is it?’ 

In bygone days riddles like the one above 
were puzzled over instead of cross-word 
puzzles, Perhaps when you were asked the 
above question, you answered to “round,”, 
biscuit-like, bee-like, obiect was a watch. 
If you did, you answered the question of 
the riddle correctly. 

Like children, men of science are ¢on- 
fronted with many riddles. Earth, Life, 
Death, Energy, Matter and Electricity are 
riddles to scientists. Men of science spend 
all their time trying to solve the riddles of 
nature. 

More mysterious perhaps than any other 
riddle of science is the mooted question —- 
“What is at the earth’s center?” For cen- 
turies the best scientific minds have puzzled 
over this riddle. Many an unsatisfactory 
answer has been submitted. 

Addressing the oagreags ap Society of 
America a few days ago, Dr. Reginald A. 
Daly, Harvard Geology professor advanced 
his hypothesis and said our earth is lined 
with glass. 

We read: “A sea of dense liquid glass 
some 80 billion cubic miles in extent on 
which our continents float and slide forms 
the interior of the earth. At the center of 
the earth there is a core which exists under 
the tremendous pressure of 50 million 
ge a square inch, and is so enormously 

ot that it is more than 50,000 degrees 
centigrade according to the new pictures of 
the earth drawn for the group of scientists 
by the Harvard Geologist.” 

According to Dr. Daly, this core of the 
earth is surrounded by successive shells. 
The outer shell forms the earth’s crust on 
which we live and is some 80 miles deep. 
Surrounding the innermost core of the earth 
is a shell consisting of material not unlike 
the metallic iron of the meteorites. Dr. 
Daly said that his theory of a liquid glass 
interior is based upon a study of “x-raying 
the earth.” He suggested that his theory 
may bring disagreement from some scien- 
tists who still adhere to the thought that 
the earth is a “molten ball of fiery material 
with only a very thin crust between man 
and a realistic hell fire.” 

Thus, this riddle of science stands 
answered for the present. The answer will 
suffice until the next scientist comes along 
with another theory. 

—Gerald B. Winrod. 


( God’s Plan of the Ages 


A chart showing all the epochal crises from 
Eden to Eternity. On India paper, size 10 in.x28 
in. PRICE. 25 Cts. 
On light weight card board, hand colored and 
ready to frame, size 10 in. x 28 in. PRICE....$1.00 
On cloth, beautifully hand colored, for class 
toning. sixe 6 feet x 20 feet RICE...... 











L BE SENT FREE. 


Daniel’s Seventy Weeks 


On best durable bond paper, sixe 10 in. x 28 in. 
PRICE CENTS 


CE 25 
On light weight card board, hand colored and 
ready to frame, size 10 in. x 28 in. PRICE..$1.00 
On cloth, beautifully hand colored for class room 
work size 54 in.x 15 feet. PRICE............$20.00 


The Great Tribulation 


On best durable bond paper, size 10 in. x 28 in. 
PRICE 25 CENTS 
On light been aN card board, hand colored and 


roora 
0.00 





RICE... e 


Send for descriptive folder 
$956 80th St., San Diego, Calif. 




















€ 
£ 
> 
. 
i 











weer SW a. Oomr a” © 


we @ 








THE DEFENDER 


15 








Russian Religious Strategy 


Leaders in the Russian revolution have 
employed many methods in an effort to 
stamp religion out of the Country. Violent 
anti-religious propaganda has been as in- 
trinsic a part of Communism as anti-capita- 
list propaganda. 

Soon after the atheists had been swept 
into power, religious persecution began. At 
first it was cold, brutal and bloody. Church- 
es were destroyed. Preachers, missionaries 
and 3 ge were banished, persecuted and 
killed. Religion was called an “opium of 
the people.” Russia went from “Raputin- 
ism” to Atheism. 

About two years ago, the wrath of the 
leaders seemed to cool a bit and strate 
was introduced to _ in destroying reli- 
gion. They observed that the harsh tactics 
and heartless persecution had reacted 
agai them by stimulating oldtime reli- 

on among the masses. Religion always 
grows strong under persecution. 

Realizing that multitudes of poor people 
were engaging in secret worship while read- 
ing the Bible in closets, the government 
adopted subtler methods. It became com- 
mon knowledge that adherents of the Greek 
Catholic Church often wore their beads 
around their necks, under their clothing. 

Offic ally decided that religion 
could best be weakened by removing re- 
ligious restrictions and allowing mission- 
aries to enter the Country. They thought 
they could take religion out of the people’s 
hearts by introducing atheism in competi- 
tion with religion. They actually believed 
that when atheism and religion were placed 
side by side and both offered at the same 
time, the people would choose atheism. To 
their sorrow they learned that they did not 
understand the human heart. 

Enormous sums of money were spent by 
the government in the spread of atheism, 
while the missionaries went about their 
= with limited resources and deep hu- 











To the amazement of the government, its 
strategy worked backwards. The people 
went wild with joy and enthusiasm when 
es an opportunity once more to worship 

reedom. So successful were the mis- 
sionaries, particularly the Baptists and 
Methodists, that two months ago the Sov- 
iet Central Committee deemed it necessary 
to new orders which practically 
stripped all or oad f organizations and 
local congregations of their liberty. The 
clamps seem to be going down with great- 
er force than ever. 

More strategy was employed a few days 
ago when Russian Statesman Rykov intro- 
duced an amendment to the Soviet Consti- 
tution which, if adopted, would practically 
ee the yeone religious liberty. In de- 


ending the bill Rykov said: 
“Remove the stimulus of persecution, 
and the churches will languish. .... The 


fight against religion can only succeed if 
linked with mass progress and deep pene- 
tration in the masses of scientific knowledge 
and culture.” 

Comrade Rykov’s strate y did not aypeel 
to Russia’s “Man of Steel” Dictator, Josef 
Vissarionovich Stalin. It was only a few 
days until Comrade Stalin administered a 
smashing rebuke to Comrade Rykov. Dic- 
tator Stalin was vexed. He knew that in 
spite of ten years of atheistic propaganda, 

ussia’s masses remain hopelessly devout. 
No more chances with religious freedom 
could be taken. Rykov must not be taken 
seriously! Accordingly, Comrade Rykov 
was removed from his position of govern- 
ment leadership. He was reduced from his 
— Soviet — to a humble station 

the governmen 

Meanwhile, the doors of Russia have been 
epee See ny es mer 

ler missionary yer ors pray 
for. —Gerald B. Winrod. 


DOCTOR GAMALIEL AND MODERNISM 
(Continued from page 18.) 


faith.” “So fight I not as one that beateth 
the air.” He aimed straight and did effect- 
ive execution. We have no slightest reason 
to apologize for militantcy while the ene- 
mies of the Church, armed to the teeth, are 
determined to overthrow historic Christian- 
ity. We had much better be apologizing 
for our cowardly indifference and our fatal 
compromising with Modernistic error. 

_ We are suffering from an ungodly, piff- 
ling pacifism. “A good Lord, good devil” 
attitude of cowardly kowtowing to the ene- 
mies of God’s own truth will never increase 
faith or build the Kingdom of Christ. The 
fawning sycophancy one sees on every hand 
among men who wish to be popular with 
all kinds and classes of ecclesiastical teach- 
ers is sickening and gets the Church no- 
where save deeper and deeper into the 
“slime pits of Sidim.” 

The most unworthy of all pretenders are 
those quitters who once claimed loyalty to 
Christ but who are betraying their trust in 
the interests of popularity and a false 
peace. The fear of being thought unpro- 
gressive leads to many unrighteous allian- 
ces. It would be well to hark back to the 
famous utterance of Peter, “We ought to 
obey God rather than men.” It is difficult 
to account for the sudden changes of atti- 
tude of men supposedly resting upon the 
permanent foundations of truth. Recently 
we inquired in Philadelphia regarding a 
man’s position evangelically. The serious 
answer was given, “I am unable to tell you 
what his attitude is, because I have not 
heard from him in the last three months.” 

It goes without saying that we do not ad- 
vocate belligerency and pugnacity. There 
is such a thing as cantankerous orthodoxy 
far removed from the Christian spirit. We 
would be the last to advocate pugilistic 
practice in religion. But, on the other hand, 
there are few evils so deadly as false teach- 
ing with respect to sin. Once abandon the 
full authority of Jesus Christ, and, like Ab- 
salom, you hang between heaven and earth 
on the teribinth tree unfit for either. Mod- 
ern teribinth trees are loaded with that 
kind of fruit. 


The urgent need of our day is red-hot 
convictions based upon the soundest inter- 
pretations of God’s Truth. We need a lead- 
ership which is unswerving and immovable 
in its loyalty to Jesus Christ our Lord. It 
is rather amusing to have the Modernistic 
group crying, “Hush, be silent. You are 
disturbing the peace.” They do not seem 
to understand that where Truth is aband- 
oned there can be no peace, and that the 
advocates of Christ’s Gospel are the peace- 
makers and the pacemakers of the world. 

Elijah’s answer to Ahab is in point. When 
that red-handed murderer Ahab met Elijah 
in the vineyard he had criminally acquired, 
he said, “Hast thou found me, O mine ene- 
my?” Did Elijah say in answer, “Illustri- 
ous and imperial sovereign, I profoundly 
deplore any trouble I have ever made you. 
Let us shake hands and be friends. Our 
viewpoint is a little different, but that is 
all?” If he had answered thus he would 
not have been God’s prophet and his memo- 
ry would be a reproach and a byword. 
What did he say? “Hast thou found me O 
mine enemy?” And he answered, “I have 
found thee because thou hast sold thyself 
to do evil in the sight of the Lord.” 

Long before this Ahab had met Elijah 
and Ahab had said to him, “Is it thou, thou 
troubler of Israel?” And he answered, “I 
have not troubled Israel but thou and thy 
father’s house in that ye have forsaken the 
commandments of the Lord.” Then fol- 
lowed the great test at Carmal. 

What are we witnessing today? An ef- 
fort to eliminate all distinction between be- 
lief and unbelief, faith and unfaith. Fawn- 
ing, weak-kneed ecclesiatics, with little 
faith and no conviction, want Christianity 
to line up with paganism and ask that be- 





lievers in Jesus Christ as the Son of God 
and God the Son practically renounce their 
faith or declare it unimportant. They ask 
coalescence with those who repudiate re- 
demption and Christ’s atonement on Cal- 
vary’s Cross. 

Such an effort is doomed to fail. It will 
yet be discovered that Christian Faith, is 
not dead. And this effort will make for a 
wider division than ever. Men who are so 
obsessed with union that they are blind to 
the distinction between evangelical Christi- 
anity and Modernism will be surprised when 
they have finally put over the Congrega- 
tional and Unitarian combination. When Is- 
rael surrendered to Shishak her doom was 
sealed. When the Church surrenders her 
Saviour, she, too, is doomed. 

It is for believers in Jesus to continue to 

roclaim Christ as the one and only Sav- 
lour of mankind. We can hear the vibrant 
voice of the betrayed Lord pathetically say- 
ing to men and women who have lost their 
faith and are departing from the standards 
of evangelical Christianity, “Will ye also 
go away?” About the most ludicrous spec~- 
tacle of our day is a group of nominal be- 
lievers, who have repudiated the main doc- 
trines of historic faith, lustily singing the 
hymn, “Faith of our Fathers.” 

Liberalism is the deadest thing that pre- 
tends to have life. It has as much warmth 
and life as a snow statue. You may put an 
eagle and a bat in the same cage, but you 
can never effect a union that way. Vigor- 
ous aggression is the only consistent atti- 
tude of a true disciple of Christ Jesus, We 
have been all too much on the defensive. 
As long as evil is in the world ours is a war 
that knows no end. 

The issue is not uncertain. The end of 
the campaign is a long way before us. But 
the loyal and royal lovers of Jesus Christ 
know that final triumph always attends 
truth. Our adversaries are bers 2 The 
opponents of the Inspired Word of God are 
wrong. The testimonv of two thousand 
years validates every claim of Christianity 
to save, transform and bless those who 
trust Him and commit themselves to Christ 
our Lord. 
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Support a Native 


Trained native workers may be supported 
on the mission field for from $25 to $150 a 


100 per cent to the field. 
For full particulars write to 
NATIVE PREACHER COMPANY, Ine. 
Box D, 251 Fairmount Rd., Ridgewood, N. J. 
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ff’ Minister’s Son Invents Invisible 
Ear Drum 


The invisible Antiseptic Ear Drum, invented by 
A. O. Leonard, a son of a widely known M 

dist minister, for hi# own relief from extreme 
deafness and head-noises, has so greatly improved 
his hearing that he can join in any ordinary con- 
versation, go to theatre or church and hear with- 


a blessing to a multitude of people. Write for 
booklet to A. O. Leonard, Inc., suite 620, 70 
| Pee Ave., New York City. 
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Gd GOD’S NAME 
‘ (Continued from page 10.) 


highest, use to which can be put that mar- 
velous faculty with which man is endowed 
that lifts him so far above the beasts—UN- 
DERSTANDING. And God wants us to 
use it, and use it to this its highest end. If 
we do not use it, we put ourselves in the 
“horse or mule” class (Ps. 32:9) and compel 
God to treat us accordingly; which He does 
not want to do, because His lovingkindness 
moves Him to desire for us the largest, 
fullest, freest life possible. 

There is also another unbreakable link 
that binds this revelation of God with the 
New Testament. It is in the very name 
“JESUS,” which is derived from the He- 
brew name “Jehoshua,” a combination 
name, meaning “Jehovah the Saviour.” 
Thus did God put upon His Son the glory 
of that memorial name. It is therefore to 
the GLORY OF THE NAME OF JESUS 
for us to know and believe in and make 
known still all that was so long ago pro- 
claimed concerning the name of our : 
“for in Him (Jesus Christ) dwelleth ALL 
THE FULNESS OF THE GODHEAD bod- 
ily” (Col. 2:9). And some day He is to be 
made manifest “in the GLORY of the Fa- 
ther” (Matt. 16:27). 


“Make a joyful noise unto God, all the 


earth: 
Sing forth the GLORY OF HIS NAME: 
make His praise glorious.” 
“All the earth shall worship thee, and 
shall sing unto thee; 
They shall sing to THY NAME”.’ 
(Ps. 66:1, 2, 4.) 


“Oh give thanks (confess) unto Jeho- 
vah, call upon His NAME: 
Make known among the peoples His 
doings. 
Sing unto Him, sing praises unto Him; 
Talk ye of all His wondrous works. 
GLORY YE IN HIS HOLY NAME.” 
(Ps. 105:1, 2, 3.) 
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THE MESSENGER 
PUBLICATIONS 


“The Evangelistic Messenger 
and Review of Reviews” 
An inspiratfonal magazine of Biblical literature, 


true to all the fundamentals of God’s Word. This 
publication goes into over 80 foreign countries, 


“Now This Explains It” 


A valuable booklet for the perplexed and dis- 
tressed Christian in the midst of trial and suf- 


fering. 
“The Prophetic News” 


A magazine dealing exclusively with the Sec- 
ond Coming of Jesus Christ, and world events 
leading thereto. 

All our Periodicals, Booklets and Tracts are 
mailed, absolutely free of cost to any address on 
request, and are — by free-will offerings. 

ress 


REV. CHARLES H. C. JACKSON 


10946-83rd Street, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada 
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Play “AT ONCE” with the 


SONG-O-PHONE 


This popular musical instrument will 
1 furnish music for Religious entertain- 
ments, Sunday School Bands, Gospel 
Meetings and home amusement. 
Without practice or study — without 
musical training whatever — children 
and adults can play SONG-O-PHONES. 
Form SONG-O-PHONE bands, as so 
many churches have, for entertain- 


ments, 

By simply humming into a SONG-O-PHONE 
cornet, tromb or saxophone, the voice is con- 
verted into the full ringing tones of a real band 
instrument. Anyone young or old can play. Cor- 
net pictured is 9" long, 444" bell, solid, brass fin- 
ish metal. Only $2.00 postpaid in U. 8. A. ir 
der one today, get the list of the 20 different, in- 
expensive, popular band instruments, 

THE SONOPHONE Co., 

548 Wythe Ave., Dept. D Brooklyn, N. Y. 
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